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The Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee ("DSCC")
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[
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files this complaint seeking an immediate investigation by the
Federal Election Commission into the illegal spending

practices of the National Republican Senatorial Campaign

Committee ("NRSC").

As the public record shows, and an investigation will
confirm, the NRSC and a series of ostensibly nonprofit,
nonpartisan groups have undertaken a significant and sustained
effort to funnel "soft money"! into federal elections in
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (“FECA" or "the Act"), 2 U.S.C. §§ 431 et seg., and

the Federal Election Commission ("FEC") Regulations, 11 C.F.R.

§§ 100.1 et segq.

Ithe term "soft money” as used in this Complaint means funds that
would not be lawful for use in connection with any federal election (e.g.,
corporate or labor organization treasury funds, contributions in excess of
the relevant contribution limit for federal elections).
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HE CT8 IN THIS CAEE

On November 24, 1992, the state of Georgia held a uniqgue
runoff election for the office of United States Senator.
Georgia law provided for a runoff if no candidate in the
regularly scheduled November 3 general election received in
excess of 50 percent of the vote. The 1992 runoff in Georgia
was a hotly contested race between the Democratic incumbent,

Wyche Fowler, and his Republican opponent, Paul Coverdell.

The Republicans presented this election as a "must-win®
election. Exhibit 1. The Republicans were so intent on
victory that Senator Dole announced he was willing to give up
his seat on the Senate Agriculture Committee for Coverdell, if
necessary. Because of the party's loss of the Presidency and
poor showing in the Congressional and other Senate races an
November 3, this race provided the Republicans an opportunity
to save face. This attitude shaped the steps they took to
circumvent the legal limits of the law for their candidate in

this runoff.?

2The NRSC is already the respondent in a complaint pending before the
Commission for exceeding the coordinated party spending limits of 2 U.S.C.
441la(d} in the runoff. The national and state parties' expenditure limit
under § 441la(d) was §535,608. The NRSC spent almost twice that amount in
connection with the Georgia general election and runoff. The amounts
detailed in this complaint are in addition to this already excessive
spending.
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Donations from NRSC

Between November 10, 1992 and November 18, 1992 -~ after
the general election in Georgia, but before the runcff -- the
NRSC made $122,000 in soft money contributions to various
non-party organizations. Earlier, on October 20, 1992, the
NRSC had donated an additional $65,000 in soft money to the
same groups for a total of $187,000. Exhibit 2. Before
October 20, the NRSC had not made a single soft money donation

to any non-party group during the 1992 elections.

Four organizations received the money from the NRSC:
1. National Right to Life Committee

10/20/92 $15, 000
11717792 $45,000

2. Coalitions for America

10/20/92 $50, 000
11/11/92 $40,000

3. American Defense Foundation3
11/10/92 $30, 600
4. Good Government Committee, Montgomery, Alabama

11/18/92 $7,000

30on March 2, 1993, the NRSC made an additicnal donation of $170,000
to ADF for "party building.” It would appear that the NRSC has resorted to
this tactic again to influence the special Senatorial election in Texas.
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Use of NRSC Funds

The donation of funds to these organizations on these
dates was not coincidental. The organizations are closely
tied to and have strongly supported the Republican Party over
time. The public record shows that the groups apparently put

the NRSC's money to use in the Georgia runoff.

1. National Right to Life Committee

This Committee endorsed Coverdell and participated
actively in his election during the runoff. The group ran
radio ads on his behalf and sent cut a mailing attacking Wyche
Fowler. At the same time the NRSC was donating $45,000 to the
NRLC, its PAC was making over $15,000 in independent
expenditures supporting Paul Coverdell. The committee also
made a $2,500 contribution to the candidate for the runoff on
November 18, 1992, the same day many of the independent

expenditures were made. Exhibit 3.

2. Ccalitions For America

This group is described in the Washington Representatives

(1990) as

A conservative lobbying organization which
brings together a wide range of organizations
for the purpose of coordinating strategy and
organizing grass roots participation in the
political process.
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Its founder and National Chairman is conservative
activist Paul Weyrich. Weyrich noted in a July 1992 interview
that the conservative movement should "forget about the
presidency and concentrate on Senate races and House races and
term limitation initiatives and other things that matter to

us.” Exhibit 4.

CFA is designed to help him meet these goals. Created as
a subsidiary of Weyrich's Free Congress Foundation, its
principal activity has been the establishment of a satellite
network for conservatives -~- the Empowerment Network.
Exhibit 5. The network is designed to provide information and
instructions to conservative activists. As described by
Weyrich in an interview with the Heritage Foundation:

We are also seeing the resurgence of local
coalitions. James Dobson and Focus onh the
Family [another subsidiary of the Free Congress
Foundation] are putting enormous resources into
state family groups, some of which are now
organized around the Coalitions for America
satellite network, and which are learning to
cooperate with each other by virtue of being
plugged into Washington. We have just begun to
work on this satellite project and it is
growing daily. We will have movement
headquarters all over America with trained
activists who can work on an issue at any time.
This will translate politically.

Exhibit 6. The network broadcasts to satellite stations
around the country. The Free Congress Foundation, a 501(c) (3)

tax-exempt organization, has published instructions for
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attaching to the network in its newsletter, Empowerment.
Exhibit 7. In the same newsletter, Paul Weyrich explains the
need for his organization: "to help the citizen activist wage
a successful struggle against the big-spenders, the
pornographers, the corrupt politicians and the unresponsive
bureaucrats."” As a successful example of this “struggle®,
Weyrich cites a San Diego citizen who "wrested control” of the
local Republican party organization from “the liberal
faction,® recruited candidates and mebilized the electorate to

vote for them.

Many of the receivers for the Empowerment Network are
apparently located in churches. In his Heritage Foundation
interview, Paul Weyrich acknowledged that he has tried to
organize his various efforts around politically active
churches, because of their potential ability to organize,

register and turn out the vote. Exhibit 6.

CFA has begun to establish state networks. According to
the October 19, 1992 issue of Insight magazine, the Georgia
Empowerment Network was scheduled to open in the fall of 1992.

Exhibit 8.

In keeping with its § 501(c) (3) tax status, the Coalition
maintains that its activities are nonpartisan. Nonetheless,

the Republican Party's appreciation for its efforts is clear.
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In 1990, the group received an endorsement from none other
than Senator Phil Gramm, Chairman of the NRSC. Gramm, along
with other Republican party luminaries, have participated in

CFA's activities. Exhibit 9.
3, American Defense Foundation

The ADF is a § 501(c) (3) organization that operates out
of Alexandria, Virginia. The group takes positions on issues
of interest to the military (opposing gays in the military and
Clinton Administration cuts in the defense budget) and seeks
to promote "public outreach," including voter registration and
turncut among military personnel, both active and retired.

Exhibit 10.

The ADF actively participated in the Georxrgia runoff,
encouraging voter turnout through public appearances by the
organization's founder, Eugene McDaniel, and through radio

advertisements.4
4. Other Conservative Organizations

While there is no direct evidence of contributions from

the NRSC in connection with the Georgia runoff, other

4pscc has no information about the activities of the fourth recipient
of NRSC's largess, the Good Government Committee of Montgomery, Alabama.
However, the activities described within this Complaint make clear the need
for an investigation.
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conservative groups, most notably the Christian Coalition,
were also active on behalf of Coverdell in the run-off.
Coverdell's own media consultants in the race acknowledged
that the Coalition sent out over one million pieces of mail
during the runoff that favorably compared Coverdell's record
to Fowler's. They state: "Paul Coverdell would not be a U.S.
Senator today without the efforts of the religious
conservatives." Exhibit 11. Curt Anderson, the NRSC's
Coalitions Director for the 1992 elections, had appeared at a
Christian Coalition leadership meeting in November 1991 at
which he actively solicited the support of the Coalition in

defeating incumbent Democrats. Exhibit 12.

The Coalition is currently under investigation by both
the Internal Revenue Service® and the Federal Election
Commission, for its political activities. The Coalition has
acknowledged that the IRS is conducting an audit of the
organization. The FEC has pending before it a complaint filed
last year by the Democratic National Committee alleging
violations of the campaign laws in connection with 1992 House

races. Exhibit 14.

SA similar organization, the Old Time Gospel Hour, founded by Jerry
Falwell, was recently fined $50,000 by the IRS and had its tax-exempt
Btatus revoked because of political activities. Exhibit 13.
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Overlapping Interests

The facts set out previously are enough to raise

guestions about the legality of the activities undertaken by

the NRSC and these groups in the Georgia run-off. But the

questions are heightened when it becomes clear that the

organizations in question do not operate alone, but coordinate
their efforts through overlapping staff and operations. Some

examples documented in Exhibit 15:

s Ralph Reed of the Christian Coalition is a member of

Fr

the Board of Directors of the National Empowerment
Television -- established by Coalitions for America.
* The network is described in an article as "an
important new component of the Christian Coalition's
arsenal . . ." Ralph Reed has alsc stated that he
deals with Curt Anderson (see below) of the NRSC on

"a daily basis."

° The National Right to Life Committee has
participated in broadcasts to "state and local

political conservatives” on the Empowerment Network.

° During the 1992 elections, Curt Anderson was the
NRSC's Coalitions Director and Scuthern Regioconal
Coordinator. Before working for the NRSC, he was

employed by Coalitions for America. As Southern
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Regional Coordinator in 1992, Anderson would have
been responsible for the NRSC's efforts in the

Georgia run—-off.

o In October 1990, the NRSC contributed $64,000 to the
Christian Coalition. Shortly thereafter, reports
appeared of increased activity by the Coalition on
behalf of Jesse Helms, then seeking reelection to

the Senate.

These overlapping interests are not coincidental, but
rather reflect the systematic efforts of the Republican party
to coordinate its election efforts with conservative
organizations. The financial support around the time of the
Georgia run-off is only the most recent manifestation of the
intertwining relationships of conservative groups with the
Republican party and the NRSC as they pursue their common
political agenda of electing Republican candidates to federal
office. This coordination goes far beyond the legitimate
efforts of a party committee in seeking support for its
candidates from like-minded public interest groups. The NRSC
has used the organizations as its agents in distributing
moneys that could not otherwise be lawfully spent in

connection with the elections in question.
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History of g8imilar Activities by Republican Party

This is not the first instance of Republican Party
efforts to elect its candidates through any means available,
including illegal means. Through the years, the Party has
repeatedly attempted to put excessive amounts of money into

its candidates' races. Some examples:

o 1986: NRCC found in vieclation of spending limits
for transferring $10,000 to “nonpartisan®
group to produce advertisements opposing the
election of Democratic congressional

incumbents.

° 1986: Colorado Republican Party found in violation
of § 441a(d} spending limits in connection

with U.S. Senate race.

0 1988: Conmplaint pending alleging RNC and NRSC
transferred large quantities of soft money to
the Montana State Party for use in connection

with the U.S. Senate race.

L 1990: NRSC found in violation of contribution
limits for excessive earmarked contributions

to U.S. Senate candidates.
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° 1992: Complaint pending alleging NRSC exceeded the
§ 44la(d) limits in connection with the

Georgia Senate Run-off.

It is ironic that the NRSC has so actively intertwined
its efforts with ostensibly nonpartisan tax-~exempt
organizations. In 1988, the NRSC filed a complaint with the
FEC against Citizen Action, a § 501(c) (4) organization,
alleging that the group had engaged in partisan activities (on
behalf of the Democratic candidate) in the Wisconsin Senate

race. Exhibit 16.

This effort was followed up during the campaign finance
reform debate in 1991: Senator McConnell introduced
legislation to deny § 501(c) status to any organization that
engaged in political activities of virtually any nature. In
the debate on the amendment Senator McConnell alleged that
these types of organizations were *sinkholes" for soft money,
and asserted:

« « « in dealing with soft money [this bill)
crunches the soft money out of the parties but

leaves all soft money expenditures by
nonparties completely unaffected . . .

* % * *

With computerized phone banks, targeted direct
mail, intricate money-transferring schemes, and
coordinated earned media strategies, these
tax-free corporations run possibly the most
sophisticated black market in America. None of
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this activity -- I repeat, ncne of this
activity -~ is publicly disclosed.

Exhibit 17. The measure was tabled.

Senator Gramm, chairman of the NRSC, also introduced
legislation during the same debate to restrict the political

activities of tax-exempt organizations. Exhibit 1i8. His

advocacy of the proposed amendment rings hollow in light of
the current efforts by the NRSC to use to its full political
advantage the tax-exempt organizations described in this

Complaint:

We have banned one source of soft money [in

. this bill]: that is from political parties.

o I hope my colleagues understand that that is

e clearly intended to affect one political party,
and that is the party that uses the party
mechanism. The party that uses special-
interest groups, 501(c)(3)'s, and labor unions
is totally and absolutely exempt in this bill
from any form of regulation.

This amendment was also tabled.

THE LAW

The FECA sets out specific well-defined spending
allowances for NRSC on behalf of their Senate nominees. The
committee may, tcogether with the Republican National
Committee, contribute up to $17,500 directly (or in-kind) to
the candidate, 2 U.S.C. § 441a(h), and, assuming the RNC has

delegated its spending right, the NRSC may spend up an
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additional amount on their behalf under the limits established

by 2 U.S.C. § 441a(d)."

These are the only choices available to the NRSC in
expending funds specifically to promote the election of its
nominee or the defeat of the Democratic nominee. Political
parties are prohibited from making "independent" expenditures
in support of their candidates in the general election.

11 C.F.R. §§ 110.7(a) (5) and (b)(4). Any coordination of
efforts by the party with groups intending to make independent
expenditures will "taint" those expenditures as well.

11 C.F.R. § 109.1.

The Federal Election Campaign Act expressly prohibits the
use of soft money by a national party committee in connection
with federal elections.? 2 U.S§.C. § 441b. While the
Commission’s regulations allow national party committees to
raise and spend nonfederal funds, the funds must be used for

legitimate nonfederal purposes (or for the limited building

6as noted above, the § 44la(d) spending by the NRSC in the Georgia
election hag been challenged in a complaint currently pending before the
FEC.

7The statute does allow certain limited uses of soft money, as for
example, a corpeoration's communications with its employees. These
exceptions, however, do not apply to the activities described in this
complaint. The activities of the organizations in question, for example,
included public political advertising through radio and television
broadcasts.
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fund exemption}. Where nonfederal funds are actually used to
influence federal elections, the use is illegal. The use of
soft money for activities of a national party committee that
| could ordinarily be allocated between federal and nonfederal
t‘_ funds (such as development of voter files, registration of

| voters or get-out-the-vote activities) is illegal when such
activities are directed toward the election of a single

;w: federal candidate.

This complaint has set out the repeated use of nonfederal
funds by the NRSC for the clear purpose of influencing a

federal election. Where the Committee has made donations to

nonparty groups with the knowledge that the funds will be used
to influence federal elections, the expenditures must be
treated as if they were given to or spent on behalf of the
federal candidate. See by analogy, 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(h):

A person may contribute to a cardidate or his
or her authorized committee with respect to a
particular election and also contribute to a

political committee which has supported, the

same candidate in the same election, as long

as --

(1) The political committee is not the
candidate's principal campaign committee
or other authorized political committee or
a single candidate committee;

(2) The contributor does not give with the
knowledge that a substantial portion will
be contributed to, or expended on behalf
of, that candidate for the same election;
and
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(3} The contributor does not retain
control over the funds,

That the NRSC had knowledge that the funds it donated
were to be used to influence the Georgiz runoff is obvious
from both the timing of the disbursements, the recipients with
which the NRSC coordinated its activities, and the past

history of similar efforts to circumvent the law.

The NRSC cannot take shelter behind the fact that the
organizations are tax-exempt and, theréfore, presumably
nonpartisan in their efforts. First, the NRSC has clearly
coordinated its political efforts with these groups, removing

any trace of nonpartisanship from their efforts.

More importantly, expenditures have been found to be for
the purpose of influencing an election where the message of
the communication goes "beyond issue discussion to express

electoral advocacy." Massachusetts Citizens for Life v,

Federal Election Commission, 479 U.S.C. 238, 249 (1986).

Subsequent decisions have required an analysis of the "whole
message" being communicated to the public, including the
intent of the communication, the understanding of the
recipient, and the timing of the communication. Federal

Election Commission v. Harvey Furgatch, 807 F.2d 857 (9th Cir.

1987), cert. denied, 484 U.S. 850 (1987). ee alsg Federal
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Election Commission v. National Organization of Women, 713 F.

Supp. 428 (D.D.C. 1989).

Similarly, the Commission itself has found expenditures
to be made for the purpose of influencing federal elections
(and, therefore, subject to the limits of § 441a(d)), where:

These advertisements relate primarily, if not

solely, to [a single federal cffice] and seek

to influence a voter's choice between the

Republican Party . . . candidate and any

Democratic Party nominee in such a way as to

favor the choice of the Republican candidate.
FEC Advisory Opinion 1984-15, 1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide
{CCH] § 5819. See also FEC Advisory Opinion 1985-14, 1 Fed.
Election Camp. Fin. Guide [CCH] § 5766. It is significant to
note that in neither of these opinions did the Commission find
a requirement that the communications contain "express
advocacy.” In keeping with the court decisions discussed
above, the Commission recognized that a communication was for

the purpose of influencing an election where it "effectively"

advocated the defeat of a candidate. A0 1985-14. See also,

FEC Advisory Opinion 1992-23, 1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide

(CCH] q 6064.
CONCLUSION
The facts and law discussed above present a clear

picture: the efforts by a national Republican party committee
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to use other organizations to systematically violate the
source restrictions and expenditure limits established for
federal elections by law. Given the repeated history of the
Republican party in general, and the NRSC in particular, the
FEC must not delay in acting to correct the situation. There
is a strong likelihood that these violations will continue
during the special election in 1993 and during the 1994

election cycle.

On the basis of the foregoing, the DSCC asks that the

FEC:

1. conduct on an expedited basis an investigation of
the facts set out above and determine the exact

dollar amounts of the illegal spending by the NRSC;

2. Enter into a prompt conciliation with Respondents to
remedy the violations alleged in this cComplaint, and
most importantly, to ensure that the violations will

not recur; and
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3. Impose any and all penalties grounded in violations

alleged in this Complaint.

Respectfylly submitted,

T

Judith L. Corley
Counsel for DSCC

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this (¥t day of May, 1993.

e TN, Lnhank

Notary Public

My commission expires: Qfaz/ag

Donna M. Lenhant
Nolary Public, Distriet of Columbia
My Commission Expires Feb. 28, 1998
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GEOCRGIA

amocratic Sen. Wyche
# Fondar Jr. and Repnb.
Bea? Lcon Pau' Coverdell
both weat to church the Bun.
day after tho genoral dlection,
Buat even in their cholee of
nacts to wership they dem-
oustrated that thelr political
due) continues.

For Fawler ané Coverdell.
he elaciion of 1892 is niot over.
Fowicr #¢L short of an outright
waiority Nov. 3,30 ths two will
meer ia o suno Nov. 24,

Sc Fowles, whoss fortunes
gepand largsly on how many
bigcks ratarn 1o the polls, was
smong the Jaihiul at the pre-
drmingntly black Salem Bap-
tist Church in Atlanta,

_ And Coverdell, who en-
foyad streng euppors frotm the
Christian Hight, headed for
the Firet Baptist Church of
Atlante, a conservamtive and
pradowisently white bescion.

The outcome Nov. 24 is
expected to tur an trnout,
which ¥ expected to fall
sharply from thea 72 peroent of

Portantous Precedents

In the past 20 yoers, aty Senate incumbents have
besn forced into runofis in states where the law re-
quires &b outright majerity. But in gach of thess six
cape, the rupofl occurred aftor the Democzatic pri-
mary rethar than the genorei sleotion. In each caso,
the incumbent lad after ths primary: in anly twa
ceses, the Inoumbent prevalled ln the runoff.

Winaors
81972, John L. MeOielian, B-Atl, Baat Bovid Pryer in the

funoft end was re-alscted.
01038, Hemuan . T , -G8, beat Tak Miller in the
runaft Bt \ost the por elaction to Ropublcan Meck
Mertingly.
Lasens

21072, Davig H. Qambrefl, D-0a., Jost the runot? to Sam
mn.mw:nwwmmmm.gmwg:am
appointsd to fili the vacanoy that acaurred wnen Demodrat
Richard B. Rusea diec in 1871

©1075, Maryon Piman Align, D-Ala, lost the runcif to
Donsla Wy, Siewart, who won o SDacial generdl alection.
[Ailsn hat! boen appointod to £ the pooition whan James B.
A%n, D, died In 1975.)

41920, Biowart loat the nuncft to Jim Folgom Jr., who then
foat Ma QOnErA Bleckon to Repubiican Jergmish Dantor,

& 1080, Richard Btona, B-Flig., i¢s! the runot! to BH Quntar,
who loa? tha genara! daction to Republican Paula Hawidna.

cumbents, Bullock zaid. “On
both counts, it doesn't look
good for Fowler,”" he added,

Natlengl Numbore

Thore's more at stake in
Qaorgia Nov. 24 than in o
typical Senate race.

Domocrats will hold a &€,
42 lead in the 103:d as n re-
gult of Senate elsctions held
o far this year. The paity i»
favored 4o win a Nepth De.
dote apscizi elpetion Dac, &
bringing its masber of asats
haclt to 67 (whera i{ haa stood
since November 1991),

If Fowier losea, the Domo-
orota will not beve managad
any gain In the Senats daapite
Bill Clinton's preaidential tri.
umvh, Republicans, wha late
in the carspaign hed feared a
tell W 40 seats, could say In-
'amd that they had held the
ti0-

There has been talk of
President-elect Clinton and
Viee President.elect Al Gore
stumping for Fowler. An &p-

regittered voters who voued
Hlaction Dey. Some estimpre
that it could be ap jow ag 29 parcent or
even 16 paremni,

Fowler, a former House membet,
was firet alectad to the Benate in 1984,
with black vcter supplying his mergin
of vigtory. On Nov. &, Fowler veceived
49 percent, ngain relying besvily on
b}nck yracincts. Turnout in these pre-
cincts was high. aa the state increased
the number of biacks in its House
delegaticns from one te three. But
gimler will be alone on the ballot Nov,

Coverdell, a forme? siate lagislator
and Peage Corps director, received 45
porcent on Nov. 3. Libertarian Jim
Hudson gamered 3 percent.

Cenmral-elaction runcfls ere ex-
cood:rgly rere Ten statss — moat in
the South — zequire runoffs when no
sandidate teceives a majority of votes
in & primary. And Incumbents ars of-

By Jaffrey L. Kale
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ten ot o distinet dimsdvantszge when
Srawn into & primary runcft,

“The expectations have ghifted,”
said Merje Black, a polizical sclence
professcr av Emory Unfversity, Until
ehortly bafore the general alsctien,
Rlack noted, “this wes & eontost
Fowler wae supposed to win pretty
handily.”

Now, however, Coverdell may have
an edge. Liherwarian Mudson hse en-
doreed him over Fowler, end the local
thapter of United We Stend Amaerica,
backery of presidential candidats Rom
Perot, haa dong the sams.

Cherles Bullock, 2 political science
professor st the University of Georgia,
tscently co-sushored & bock that ex-
amined runoffs between 1670 and
1988. He found that front.runnem
ware much more likely to bs succesaful
in & runoff if they led by a significant
nmargin in the primary. Front-runnerm
aleo fared bwtter if they were not in-

pearance by Clinwon could
prompt politionl analysia to
visw this sa spmething of a referen.
dum on the incoming administration.
Whether Clinton will visit f3 uncer.
tein. Clinton is not perticularly close
to Fowler, he is not likely to court
euch an carly tost of his political
strength, and he received fawer votse
in Osorgia than either Fowler or
Coverdall

Domocrate aleo would like to keop
thies seat because senfor Democratic
Ben, 8am Nuno is being promineatly
mentioned os a possible ascratery of
Btaie or Defense. Democzatic Gov.
Z21] Miller would appoint & succesaor
to Nunn if he go: & Cabinet slot, but
Democrets might have a tough time
holding on to ther ssat In g subse.
quent slection. Appointive senators
historically muat atruggle to win alec.
tion i their own right. .

Pinglly, Georgia  Republicans
would se2 winning the Senate seat 2 g
capstone o 2 banner yeer. Long out-
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Fowisr Coverdel!

marned In Georgla, the GOP would
&> from holding ore Housw soat in 1
dlstzicts {n the 102nd Congress %o f,
seats out of 11 in the 103rd. The
boosted their pepresentation In the
ptats legialature, though they remain s
minorlity thare.

The Nov. 3 returns indicate soma
clear patiarne in the Benate race.

Fouwlar capiusad about 60 percont
o e votes In Fulton County (Av.
tcotaj and the populous suburb of De
Kalb County. But Coverdell showed
simtlar strength [n the predominantly
GOP suburban countles of Cobb and
Gwinnatt. Coverdell alas ate ints
Powler's strongth in the North Gasor-
£ia mountaing; a vialt by Gore {oto the
counties dominated by the Chatta-
nooges omadle market might eerva
Fowlsr wall,

. Fowler, who outapent Coverdell by
mors than 1-to-1 in the gensrsl elec-
tion. will probably also have a finan-
cia] edge ir the runoff, He s liable to
concentrate an phone barks and get-
out-the-vota efforts, especlally In
black communities.

Women in Guestden

Another challenge to Fowler wiil
be to win beck wosnen who were alien-
ated by his support for the Supreme
Ccurt  nominatier of Clarencs
Thomaes. “A lot of womsn activista sat
crt their hands in the alsction thinking
they would punish him,” said Bill

Skipp, who publishes a nowaletter on
Cuxrgia politics. "They wers alo

Taiy certeln [Fowier] would win,”

Fowler was hurt in the weeka load-
izg ap to ths gene:el elaction by attack
8l that portrayed him aa untrusiwor-
thy, Covardell's ads said Fowler talks
conservatively in Georgla but votse a
Uharat live in Congreas, and that he
foriesly bepefited from the Howse
bank's overdraft protaction.

Fowler's reeponses wers largely
seon ar ineffsctiva. He has tried 10
fight back in the runoff with an ad
that turns the truer (ssue arind, ac-
cusing Coverdel] of confilcts of juter-
est while in the legislature and of

202 4BS 3130
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poorly running the Peace Corpa.

“BEvarything that we did that
worked thay're teying to steal” com.
plained Bill Crane, Coverdsll's prese
sacretary. But, Crane sald, “We've got
the expanding bese, we've got the
emergisg base.”

Coverdell Collp Chifatians
Covardell must also work to make
sure his own supporters seturn to the

9,

A large number of Christ{an Right
activiste who » bim wers mo-
tivated to votoe Nov. 3 to show their

P.@5
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opposition to a lottery initiative that
way parrowly approved.

Caoverdell, who dass not hew to en
antj-abortion line, does not havs long-
atanding tles to the Cheistian Right.
He was not the first choice of that
wing of the party during ths GOP pri.

mary.

The only other racs an the Nov. 24
ballot will be a runoff for & seat on the
five-mpmbor state Public Service
Commission. If the Republicen nomi-
nee wins, it will mark the first tima
that s Republican liaz won & Georgla
atate offige that is slected statewide, o

CALIPORNIA

Absentee Ballots Push Calvert
To Victory in 43rd District

buentes ballots havs lifted Ree
publican Kon Calvert to victory

in California’s Riverside-basad 43rd
District, reversing the cutcoms an-
nounced afler the Nov. 8 balioting.

When all 525 precincts bed re-
ported, Democrat Mark A. Takano
had led by 1,234 votms. Bui absentes
ballots, including 27,000 “walk-in" &b-
sentes hallota turned in on Election
Dey, twoid another story.

When they had bean counted, Cal.
vort hed climbed to & 481-voto leed.

Frenk Johnson, the ruglstrar of
voters in Rivarside County, said on
Nov. 12 thst only a few more absentes
ballots tamained to ba counted - not
asarly enough to affect the outcome.
Joknson aaid the officisl resulta will be
reloased Nov. 20

Telano has eald ho might call for a
recount, but such action eannot be
taken untll ths vote wlly s complete.

Calvert, a real ootate exzscutive
from Ccrona, sald he had expected
that the abesntaz ballot count would
tum the reco in his faver. He noted
that much of his get.out-the-vata of.
fort had been concontrated on aboen-
tsa ballota. Calvert said he hed
learned the lesson of absontss bailota
in 1882, when be loat a congressiona)
primury bid largely bocauss he had
not gone after absantes vates. (Profila,
p. 984%)

Usuplly this suburban portion of
the vast Los Angeles metropoliten
aref would be votisidered safe Ropub-

By bws Pinsy Allces

lican territery, but tough economic
timoe mado it compatitivo this year.
Riversidea County 28 a whols vatzd
Damocratic for presidant for the first
time since 1864,

Riding that momentum and iun-
ring an impossive campaign, Takano,
a 81-year-old schoolteacher, appeared
to hava elincheod his upsat with snough
of & margin to withstand abeentee bal-
lots ar g recount.

Ha hed alveady begun hiring & staff
und perticipating fu meetings {0z new
mewbers of Congrem. Hut on Nov. 8,
whgn Demoerstio officiain visited Loa
Anyelas, Takano informsd them thst
th; count had bogun to Tun against

Bpooial Rulte

In many states, voters who wish to
vote with an abaentee ballot must pro-
vide an aacuse for not voting ot the
polls, But California Iaw encouragea
absantes balloting or “voting by mail”
— & peectice now 8o widespread in the
atata thut political profussionals rufer
to it as VBM. California even leta vor-
ezs bring abeentee ballots to tha polls
for deposit on Election Day.

But one side effect of @uch voting
is that the clossst racen take loager 1o
il when the outcome hioges on ab:
vontos ballots, The abeentes ballots
take langer to count then thoss cast at
the polls Election Day because the aig-
naturea on each must be verified by
band.

Domocrata generally fare poorly
whan the resuits dopond on absontes

€Q NOVEMEBER i4, 1903 — 844
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BODY:

Sen. Wyche Fowler Jr. and <Republican> challenger Pau! <Coverdell> dragged
sut the big guns today in a hectic final day of campaigning before Tuesday's
Senaic ~noff.

Mr. Fowler brought in the biggest gun - President-elect Bil! Clinton - for
raities in Macon and Afbany while Mr. <Coverdell> countered with visits by,
aniong others, Senate Minority Leader Sen. Bob <Dole> of Kansas: Texas Sen. Phil
<Gramm;> Education Secreiary Lamar Alexander and Labor Secretary Lynn Martin to
Macon, Albany, Augasta and Savarnah.

While the rest of the country prepares for Thanksgiving, Georgians rotwn to
the polls Tuesday o settle the U.S. Scenate race and 2 yunoff for the Georgia
Putlic Sexvice Commission between <Republican> Bobby Baker and Demaocrat John
Frank Collins.

Secrewary of Statc Max Cleland has predicied a trmout of 25 percent on what
will bz a cloudy, rainy day over much of the state

In Macom, bosloads of schoelchildren and a sizable contingent of older
Gesrgians waved red and Blue streamers as they waited for Mr, Clinton, who
arrived morc than an hour late,

Standing in front of Macon City Hall, Mr, Clinton told about 2,000 peaple
that M. Fowler stands for the same things he docs.

"1 came over here today because I belicve that Wyche Fowler represcnts the
kind of change we need,” he said. "1 believe he will votc to help me reform the
political system.”

Never mentoning the <Republican> nomince by ramme. Mr. Clinton also
criticized the negative tonte of this three-week runoff campaign. "I came hete to
campaigm, in short, against e kind of negative politics 10 which your Senator
Fowlex has been subjected in this elsction,” he said.

T want you to know that this is the first statc and the first ity that 1
have visiled as president-elect of the United Siates, except Washinglon, D.C"
said M. Clinton. to a rousing cheer.

Mr. Fowler promised Mr. Clinton his support. "He kaows that after you make
your decision tomorrow that T will be at his side whenever he needs me,” the
freshmen Democral said.

Vice president-elect Al Gore stumpced the state Sunday for Mr. Fowler.

Mr. <Coverdell> began his day in Carmollton with his all-gar <GOP> lncup,

"Wyche Fowlet got a vate of non-confidence an Nov. 3., Mr. «Coverdeil toid
a gathering of 20 supporters in downtown Carrollion. "On Nov. 24, we're going to
give him a vote of wtal no-confidence and let [him] come home and apply for the
first job he will have ever had in his life."

Mr. «Coverdell> raveling on a charterad bus called Asphalt One for this
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furst log of his one-day swing, stopped ia Piay Pat's Cafe [0 have acup of
<offce and 1alk with a Lalf-dozea voicrs.

Mr. <Caverdell> then flow 10 Lookout Mountein, Tenn., wherse he was joined by
Mr. Alexunder an Covenang College. Mr. Alexandsr, wha 2itived twoward the ¢ad of
Mr. «Covordeil's> @k 10 130 swudentes, told chem, “Georgla necas an igdependent
voice who will suppport Clintor when he is right and speak owt when he is wrong.
105 time 10 get the Hberal junior senator out and put Pawl <Coverdell> in”

Mr, <Coverdell> was scheduled to ravel 10 Augusta and Savannah o be joined
on the swinp by South Carolina Gov. Carroll Campbel! and Ms, Matin.

Meanwhile, four U.S. senalors - M. <Dgle> , M, <Gramm,> Mitch McConnell
(R-KY.) and John Warner (R-Va.) alse planned 10 make campaign appearances for
Mr. «Covergelt> In Macon, Columbus and Savannsh. f*'

The <Republican> heavy hiters were lo convenc in Mareta with Mr.
<Covsrgell> af a mily at the end of the day.

COn Sunday, the canlidates presented their last televised appeals for voices,
offertng starkly ditferent visions of how they would vole on key issucs i the
next Congress,

M. <Coverdell,> a former Peace Corps ditector under President Bush, said he
would oppose gun-control measures - including a wailing period - rising taxes
on the wealthy aad the Freedom of Choice Act

While Me. Fowler and Mr. <Coverdeil> visited metro churches, Mr. Gore stumped
tor black votes in Savanash churches.

Mr. Gor® wged worshipess ai dwee churchics to "break the gridlack in
Yashington™ by retwniag Mr. Fowler 10 the Senate.

Mr, <Covesdsli> siended only one service Sunday, 2t the First Baptist Church
of Atlania’s Dupwoody branch, accompanied by his sister, Patty Clark, and Sally
Atwater, widow of former <Republican National> Committee Chairman Lo Atwater.

Mr. Fowler viswed eight black churches in Atlanga He urged parishioncrs i
Simpson Strest Church of Cheist o go to the polls and take five people with
them to enswre Senate support for By, Clinton's agenda.

"1 will help the rew president. My opponent won't,” he said.

While there was no now ground cavered in the debate, it offered both
candidates a chanoe to ask for support in the staiz's largest television market.

“If you voted for Clinton for change, vot for «Coverdell.> If you voted for
Ross] Perot bacause voa thaught we nseded work on the cobt and deficit, vote
for <Coverdeli.> And if you voted for George Bush because you believe in a
strong America, vot= for <Coverdell,” L Ropublicam> said i his closing
statement.

Afterward, Mr. Fowler said that cormment reflected Mr. <Coverdel's> efforts
10 please all voters - a charge Mr. <Coverdell> also has raised about his
Democratic opponent,

Seaff writers Mark Curidea and Jingle Davis and The Associated Press

cortribated o this article.
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POLITICS: CLINTON JOINS HEAVY HITTERS STUMPING IN FOWLER-<COVERDELL> RUNOFF. THE

OUTCOME [§ SEEN AS A QAUGE OF PRESIDENT-ELECT'S STRENGTH.
BYLINE: By WILLIAM J. EATON, TIMES STAFF WRITER
DATELINE: WASHINGTON

BODY: ﬁ

<Nattonal> politicians have Georgla on their ming.

S President-clect Bill Clinon is going to hil the campaign trail agair --
this time not for himself but on behalf of an embatded [lemocrat, Sen. Wyehe
Fowler Ir. of Georgia, who faces a do-or-die runof! election Tuesday agains:
<Republican> Paul <Coverdell>

Georgin law requires that candidates must receive 50% of the vote 10 win.
Fowler fell short of that o Mov. 3, receiving only 45% (0 48% for <Coverdell>
in a three-way race. As a result, they were forced into a one-on-On¢ rereatch
that has <natiopal> implications.

Both parties are placing much emphas on the race, which has developed ito
& nasty contest marked by nrame-calling, personal invective and negative
adventising,

Clinton plans appearances Monday wil: Fowler at get-oui-the-vote rallies in
Adbany and Macon. Firsi Lady Barbara Rush and other big-name <Republhicans> have
appearcd o <Coverdell's> behalf.

At stake is @ voie that could be crucial in early tests of strength belween
the Cliuton Administration and the <Republican> opposition.

A Fowler loss would be an cmbarrassing setback for the incoming chicf
execuiive, and reelection would add to Clinton's strength in dealing with
Congress and demonstrare anew that he can be a factor in close contests.

A <Coverdell> victory, in contrast, would not only restore seme <Republican>
confidence but provide a potentatly critical vole in the Serate, where <GOP>
strategists believe they have their best chance of blocking Clinton programs
that they regand as unwise or 100 costly.

If Fowler retains his seat, Democrats will have a 58-42 mgjority in the
Scnate -- a nes gain of oae over the iast session of Congress.

If he loses, the party division will remain at 57-43 and give <Republican>
sengiors a slightly beuer chance of killing legislation by tafking it to death,
1t takes 60 votes to stop 2 filibuster in the Scnate. While roil-calls on votgs
to shut off dchaic do not abways foliow party lines, they often are decided by a
one-vot or two-voic margin il underlying lepisiation is controversial,

The nmoff also may have a symbalic meuning since Fowler is presenting
himself as a Joyal Clinton man and <Coverdell> has echoed President Bush's
policy stands.

"1 have pledged cooperauon with Bill Clinton,” Fowisr said in a recent
debate, "The question is whether Georyia is going © be part of the new partnership,”

“[ am for a balanced budget amendment. the ling-item veto and torm dimits,
and he is against them,” said <Coverdell,> a forme: director of the Peace Corps
in the Bush Administration.

Hexb Mabry, president of the Georgia AFL-CIO, who supports Fowler, pat i§
this way: “We don't need a bad imitadon of George Bush representing Geargia in
the Senaie.” Teacking polls show the race "pretty much dead cven,” said Sen.
Phil <Gramm> (R-Tex ). head of the <National Republican> Senatorial Cormittee,
who has been lining up top-level <Republicansy to campaign for <Coverdell.>

Polls. bowever, are of little help in runofT batloting, whYre the tumout may
be as low zs ane-fourth to one-third of the tutsl vote cast on Nov. 3. when 2
record 709 of Genrgia vorers tumed ot to decide clections at levels ranging
from the local courthouse 1o the White House. Officials in Georgia estimate that
‘only 25% of eligible voters will tum ont Tuesday.

So both Democrats snd <Republicans> are mounting major effosts fo bring cut voters.

It has been a star-studded campaign in the last three weeks. Vice
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President-clect Al Gare sturaped for Fowler with actress Kim Basinger, while film
star Charlion Heston campaigned with <Coverdell.>

Others who have joined the fray include former President Jimmy Carter and his
wife, Rosalynn, who traveled with their fellow Democrat in South Georgia, and
Senate Minority Leader Bob <Dole> (R-Kan.), who made a secoad trip to the state
to help <«Coverdell.»

While Fowlcr initially was rated the underdog after a fackluster campaign
before the Nov., 3 election, the infusion of outside help, including Clinton's
‘o modia consuliant, Frank Greer, appears to have boosted his chances,

"He: may have Zound his lops, but he was looking pretty bad.” s5aid one Georgia
political observer,

Nomally, ~GOP:» candidates do beter in low-turnout elections because
<Republican voters historically are more likely to cast bailots. But in the
Fowler-<Coverdell> face-off, the political organizatioas of Georgis Gov. Zell
Miiler and organized labar will be working for the Democrats, so the race
gencrally is secn as a tossup.

"{t’s oot hopeless by any means,” said Sen. Charles S. Robb (D-Va ), head of
the Demyooratic Scnatorial Campaign Commiitee. “lt's jurop ball agsin.”

GRAPHIC- Phaoto, First Lady Barbara Bush and <Rapublicans senatorial candidate
Paul <Coverdell> shake hands with supporters at a mily in Roswell, Ga,
Assnrined Presa
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BODY;
Seveaal <magonal> political figures, including Presideat-elecs Bill Clinmon,
are fovusing their encoigics on the Scnae runoff race Tuesday begween
Deinocratic incumbent Wyche Fowler and «Republicars challenger Paul <Covergell.»
Clinton is schedited (o campatgn for Fowler Mondgy in Macon and Albany.
Fowler has already received campaign help from Vice Presideni-elect Al Gore,
former Presldent Jimmy Carter, Scn. Sam Nimn, D-Ga,, Democratds <National>
Comymiree Chairman Ron Brown, aciress Kim Basinger and Michael Stpe, lead
singer of the rock band REM,
<Coverdell's> campaighn included appearances by Senaie Minorily Leader Bob .
<Dole> Pirst Lady Barpara Bush, Scerciary of Housing and Urban Development Jack ’¥
Kemp, Sen. Phil «Gramm > R-Tex., Sen. Conmie Mack, R.- Fla. ang actor Charlton: Heston.
Fowler reccivad 49 peruent of the vote in the Nov. 3 genreral election.
<Coverdcl), the Repoblican> nominee, seceived 48 percent of the vixe, while
Lipeitarian candidate Jim Hudson goi 3 percent. Both Kudson anxd the Georgla
campaign force for independent presdential candidate Ross Perot then endoised <Coverdell »
Under Georgia {aw. a runofT is required I no candidate receives 50 pereent
of the vote.
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Secretary of State Max Cleland has predicted a 25 pereent voter tumout on
Tuesday. A low voter wrnout has traditonally favoeed «Republican> candidates.

The campaign has drauwn charges and counter-charges from the candidates,
questioning each other's ethics, integrity and business practices.

«<Coverdell's> campaign ads have characterized Fowler as a "tax and spend
liberal who votes with Ted Kennedy,”

Fowler's ade call «Coverdells 3 "thady businessman” whoeo only intorest ig
in benpefitting the fich,

Gore told a Fowler rally in Athens Wednesday that a vote for the incumbent
is a vote to keep an administration edvocate in Washington to help end gridlock
on Capitol Hill

"Bill Clinton and I were elected by the people of the United States to
break the gridtock and bring posituve change, maore jobs, mare access to health
care end an improved way of life in our country,” said Gore. "Bill Clinton end
I need Wyche Fowler in the Uniied States Scrats.”

<Dole,> plant-hopping acrosy the state with <Coverdell> Friday, said Georgia
Yolors &0 more in tunc with the <GOP> challenger, who he said bad gained the
support of Libertarians and Perot suppovters, sven Clinton Democrats.

"It's peaple in Goorgia who are concorned abour striker replaccmeoat
legislation, OSHA regueiations, D.C. legislation. They neod <Coverdell> up
there,” said <Doles "We want him, of course. But he's reflecting Georgia on
Capitol Hill."

Mrs. Bush told a <Coverdeil> mlly Friday in Roswell that i is iisporant 1o
kavc a <Republivan> sepreseniing Goorgia in the Scnate,

"Able people of complote integrity like Puiil <Coverdell> know e real
world and know how 10 make governmens smalfer. nat bigger,” she said.
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HEADLINE: Georgia Senate Nail-Biter Voters Pick < Coverdell > or Fowler Tuesday; Clinton Campaigns Today

BYLINE: By Tim Curran

BODY:

ATLANTA - Headed to the finish of their unprecedented Senate runoff tomorrow,
Democratic Sen. Wyche Fowler and Republican challenger Paul < Coverdell> are
running every bit as close as they were on Election Day three weeks ago - if not closer.

Polls show Fowler with a tiny lead, similar to the one he ended up with on

=~ Nov. 3, when he edged <Coverdell> by 1.4 percentage points and missed an

- outright victory by nine-tenths of a point.

On the line is the Democrats’ one-seat gain in the Senate, with Republicans

fighting desperately for a 43rd vote that will help them defeat cloture attempts

7 on key legislation.

«  With so much at stake here, the combatants have abandoned even the veneer of

.. civility in the contest. At a debate taped Thursday, for example, they barely

- managed to shake hands, Tue debate itself descended into name-calling,

. 'The national unporiauce of the race to both parties became abundantly cleat

- * Friday when it was finally confirmed that President-elect Bill Clinton would

 make a last-minute visit Monday on Fowler’s behalf, risking at least a small

< portion of his post-election momentum.

Fowier, the favorite during the general campaign, led in the Nov. 3 vote but
was held below 50 percent when a Libertarian candidate took 3 percent to force a
=7 runoff in the only state that calls for one after the general if no candidate
<: receives 8 majority.

" A Friday Mason-Dixon Research survey for the Chattanooga (Tenn.) Times and
Thompson newspapers - expected to be the only public polling data available in
this unique contest - reinforced what observers already suspected. It gave
Fowler an unsteady 50 to 44 percent iead, which shrank to 48 to 47 percent among
those considered most likely to come to the polls.

Turnout will be the key, with experts predicting that fewer than half the
voters on Nov, 3 will cast ballots again on Nov. 24,

"Fowler has to turn out the black vote. It’s that simple,” Del Ali of
Mason-Dixon said Friday. Both parties say they have undertaken aggressive
absentee ballot campaigns, which make the race even harder to judge.

On Thursday, Fowler and < Coverdell > met in what was to be their
second-to-last joint appearance of the long campaign, a taped debate for WAGA
television in Atlanta, They kept themselves in check through the early stages,
spelling out differences on job creation, health care, and abortion, exchanging
mild barbs and calling into question each other’s assertions.

But before it was over, Fowler had accused his Republican challenger, the
former director of the Peace Corps, of telling a "baldfaced lie” and sending
"paid investigators to open up the records of my divorce,” while an angry
< Coverdell > said after the debate that the incumbent’s tactics were "divisive
and vicious" and the Democrat’s behavior in the campaign was "without honor."

Their fight to represent Georgia in the Senate for the next six years has
taken on the strategic cast of a chess match - but with all the tactical
subtlety of a main event in professional wrestling.

Frank Greer, a chief consuitant to both Clinton and Fowler, buttonholed
reporters at the debate to challenge <Coverdell’s> assertions that Fowler
*bounced” checks at the House Bank during his decade in the chamber, a charge
the Senator. has vigorously denied.

Greer said the oft-recited quote from a deposition that Fowler gave in the
19705 - “thankfully, we have a bank that doesn’t zap me when I bounce a check” -
was pothing more than a statement on the now-defunct Bank’s procedures, and that
Fowler’s records, which he allowed the press to examine, showed no overdrafts.

Meanwhile, Fowler aides also distributed copies of agreement forms for
political broadcasters which showed the National Republican Senatorial Commitiee

"




had spent at least $63,000 on media for < Coverdell > campaign in the runo
after maxing out on coordinated expendiliires in the general, while an FEC
decision was pending on whether such expenditures were legal. (The FCC ended up
deadlocked on the matter and it will be resolved after the election.)

The visit from Clinton, who carried the state by the narrowest of margins, is
an effort to tip the delicate balance of the race. < Coverdell > strategists said
they toyed with, but abandoned, the idea of asking President Bush to come to the
state in a plea for GOP voters to deliver him one final victory before he leaves
office. Instead, First Lady Barbara Bush, who poils show is more popular than
the President, campaigned for <Coverdell > on Friday.

In the state today in addition to Clinton will be Democratic Sens. Bob Kerrey
(Neb), Bob Graham (Fla), and Howell Heflin (Ala), who wil} be touring
agricultural regions for the incumbent. Vice President-elect Al Gore and former
President Jimmy Carter were here for Fowler last week.

"I think it will have no more impact than it did Nov. 3," <Coverdell > said
Thursday of Clinton’s planned appearance at a get-out-the-vote rally.

Both candidates, with an infusion of help from national party strategists and
--big money, have spent the last week carefully controlling their message. In
. -event after event, the same themes are echoed.

.. Perhaps the most intriguing struggle is over which candidate can prove he is

. ideologically closer to Georgia’s senior Senator, Sam Nunn, The popularity of
:-the Armed Services chairman is so great that, in a state that has trended
“increasingly Republican, he ran without GOP opposition in 1990.

- In Thursday’s debate, <Coverdell> sought to expose what Republicans see as
“-Fowler’s potential vulneravility on e issue of allowing homosexuals to serve
-.-in the military.

. When asked about the proposal, Fowler said he, like Nunn, supported Clinton
. in his determination to allow gays to serve, but said that, like Nunn, he favors
- a "go-slow" approach. < Coverdell> said that, "like Sen. Nunn," he opposed
--allowing homosexuals to serve in the armed forces.

In fact, on "Meet the Press” on Nov. 16, Nunn said, "I agree with present

- policy (i.e., a ban on gays). I think we should proceed very cautiously.” He

- 'added, "I would like to hear a lot more evidence before the ban is lifted."

In a press conference on Congressional reform Thursday morning, where
< Coverdell > was joined by the leaders of a half dozen reform groups, the
Republican criticized Fowler's record on taxes and spending, but pointed out
that Nunn's record on the issues was quite different. For Fowler’s part, at
every turn he has mentioned that "Sen. Nunn and I" plan to work closely with
the Clinton-Gore Administration.

A television ad with Nunn endorsing Fowler began running Thursday night, and
Nunn has even appealed to Georgians to re-elect Fowler to retain the state’s
voice on the Appropriations Committee when it deals with the 1996 Olympics in Atlanta.

But the GOP knows it needs to pry only a few votes from Fowler - or hope a
few Fowler voters stay home - to take the seat. < Coverdell> and his Republican
surrogates have focused their message on the charge that Fowler is a
slick-talking politician who tells people what they want to hear in Georgia, but
votes with and takes "advice from George Mitchell and Ted Kennedy" in Washington.

While Fowler argues that he will work in partnership with the Administration,
Repubticans counter that Georgians should elect < Coverdell > as an insurance
policy, a bulwark against a potential runaway Clinton presidency.

This theme - of a Democratic executive and Jegisiative branch working in
lockstep and generating an avalanche of liberal laws - could strike fear in the
hearts of Georgia moderates and conservatives. It is a theme that President
Bush could not raise during his campaign, for fear of appearing to concede the
House and Senate to the Democrats.

But <Coverdell > makes the argument that he and 42 other Senate Republicans
may be all that stand in the way of DC statehood, massive tax increases, and
deep cuts in defense.

< Coverdell > Thursday tried to reinforce his hold on the mantle of change in
this unusual election, joining a lawsuit to block automatic cost-of-living
adjustments for Members of Congress under the Madison, or 27th, Amendment to the
Constitution, which passed only in May after its introduction more than 200
years ago, and touting his support for term limits and the "Lead or Leave”
pledge, which mandates that Members not seek re-election if the deficit has not
been halved by 1996.




When a reporter asked if it wasn’t a@@@irrational to place his political
future in large part in the hands of the Democratic leadership on that pledge,
< Coverdell > shot back: "If we don’t get the deficit down, you're going to have
to come home to save your own business.”

He added: "We want people who voted for Clinton for change, we want people
who voted for Bush because of his strength and integrity, and we want people who
voted for Ross Perot as a vehicle for change."

The problems of Washingion "are not partisan,” he said. "I expect to be
something of a maverick within my own party.” Thursday also saw < Coverdell >
surpass the $1 million dollar mark in fundraising since the general election.

< Coverdell > is a true footsoldier of the long Republican march to two-party
competitiveness in the South. He served in the Georgia state Senate with only a
handful of Republicans in that body, and his service was eventually rewarded by
President Bush with an appointment to head the Peace Corps.

< Coverdell’s > speaking style, compared not unjustly to comedian Dana Carvey’s
impersonation of Bush, has, like bis entire candidacy, come a long way, and he
conveys sincerity, and now genuine anger, in his attacks on Fowler.

- The challenger was particularly enraged by a Georgia Democratic party mailing
-that says < Coverdell > has worked to purge black voters from registration roils -
.-a mailing abont which Fowler has denied all knowledge. < Coverdell> is also
" angry at attacks on the dealings of his insurance business. "It strikes me

--they have nothing else to talk about," he said.

Although moderate on many issues, including abortion (he supports the right
. of a woman to end a pregnancy but he opposes the Freedom of Choice Act, which
--would enshrine Roe v. Wade into federal law) < Coverdell > has received sirong
:backing from groups across the GOP spectrum.

National <Right to Life> has even undertaken a radio campaign on g
. <Coverdell’s> behalf, leading Fowler to say the Republican is "trying to have it ‘8(
~. both ways" on the issue. < Coverdell > is also traveling the state in the same bus
- Pat Buchanan used in his presidential campaign here.
_ Fowler, for his part, appears downright contrite in his appea! for votes. "I
~<want to thank you all for risking your fine reputations on my behalf," he told a
“.crowd of Democratic party faithful gathered at the Forest Park Farmer’s Market
Thursday night in Clayton County, the only county in the "doughnut” of
conservative suburban counties surrounding Atlanta that Fowler carried in the general.

He reminded the crowd that he "put my own term limits on" when he left a safe
Atlantz House seat to challenge and beat Sen. Mack Mattingly (R) in 1986. "1
was tired of those candidates and campaigns that sought to divide our people”
along economic, social, "and even racial lines," he said.

"I"d much rather be somewhere with a fishing pole,” than in a runoff, "But we
have the opportunity again to shine in Georgia," Fowler told the friendly
assemblage, speaking of the boost the race could provide to Clinton’s election.

He asked, "Are we going to be part of that change or will we, simply by our
apathy, elect a man who still today is talking trickle-down," and will be an
obstructionist in Washington?

"Every single person in this room knows how to turn one vote into five," he
said, encouraging his backers to bring friends and neighbors to the polls, where
there will be "no lines, won't take 30 seconds to vote."

One of those at the Fowler gathering was state Agriculture Commissioner Tommy
Irvin, who managed the gubernatorial campaign of Democrat Lester Maddox in 1966.
Maddox, a segregationist, lost narrowly in the popular vote but won in the
legisiature after neither candidate won more than 48 percent - then the standard
for victory in the general.

Irvin, then a state legisiator, was among those who voted for the sweeping
package of reforms that included the runoff provision. "Now I'm not sure it was
such a smart move," Irvin said in one of the campaign’s great understatements.
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Republicans today hailed the victory of Paul D. <Coverdell > over Senator

Wyche Fowler Jr. in Tuesday’s runoff as a rebuke to President-elect Bill

Clinton, who campaigned for the incumbent, and sn admonition to Mr. Clinton to

temper some of his plans.
~: But Democrats scoffed at reading such sweeping conciusions into the narrow
_-victory by Mr., <Coverdell,> a former Peace Corps director in the Bush
_.~Administration. They suggested that the Republicans, hungry for some good news
“-after the defeat of President Bush, were grabbing at straws, trying to build
‘some fighting spirit before the Clinton Administration takes over.

*  In assessing his victory, Mr. <Coverdell > himself wound up squarely between
i.the Republican cheerleaders and the Democratic scoffers.
22 At a news conference, he was asked how the runoff compared wik the Nov. 3
r-results, in which Mr. Clinton defeated Mr. Bush by about 35,0300 votes out of
~ .slightly more than two million cast in Georgia. He responded that one was the
_.."natural extension” of the other.

““Voters Want Change

hot

{2 "The voters were driven by a need for change," said Mr., <Coverdeil> of his
:7: 51 percent to 49 percent victory. Mr. Fowler had a 49-0-28 lead in the Nov. 3
ballot. "That was part of President Bush’s problem here three weeks ago, and
that was part of Senator Fowler’s problem as well. Voters wanted change whether
they were voting on Nov. 3 or on Nov. 24."

The 58-year-old insurance company owner’s 18-month campaign had devoted most
of its advertising on highlighting Mr. Fowler’s voting record and what it
portrayed as the negatives of Mr. Fowler’s stands on tax increases, Senate pay
raises and opposition to the Persian Gulf war. The ads did not spend much time
trying to present Mr. <Coverdell’s> positions or even show him or having him
speak in campaign ads.

Consequently the campaign became the lightning rod for strong anti-Fowler
sentiments in a state where the one-term incumbent was often considered too
liberal and too aloof and where even his Democratic supporters had long warned
him that he was vulnerable.

In the end Mr. <Coverdell,> who takes the middle ground in the abortion
debate, was able to garner support from abortion opponents. He supports a
woman's right to choose abortion but opposes any increased availability of
abortion. And although he is a frequent opponent of the religious right’s
efforts to take over the Georgia Republican Party, he nevertheless got their support.

* < Coverdell > is not the person you would invite to give the keynote address

at 8 <right-to-life> bangues,” said Douglas Johnson, legislative director of the

National <Right to Life>> Committee. "But he came out in opposition to the

proposed Freedom of Choice Act, which Wyche Fowler co-sponsored. And that’s

what’s pertinent.” .
Senator Pbil Gramm of Texas, the chairman of the Republican Senatorial

Campaign Commiittee was among those who saw the < Coverdell> victory as a blow to Mr. Clinton.
"The entire involvement of Gore and Clinton it coming to the state was to

make the argument that the people of Georgia should give them a blank check in

Congress," said the Texas Republican who had come here to campaign for Mr.

Groups Claim Credit
" Today, all sought to take some measure of the credit for his victory. /?
\*F




-

i Cavecdell. > “Well, the people of ia said no to that blank check.”
Senator Bob Dole of Kansas, the min leader who also campaigned for the
challenger, called the outcome "proof that the Republican Party is alive and well”.

Republicans See Big Victory

Similarly the Republican chairman in Georgia, Alec Pontevint, said, “This
was of national importance because Clinton put his credibility on the line by
coming here and he lost.”

E. Spencer Abraham, co-chairman of the National Republican Congressional
Committee called the Fowler defeat "the first sign that Bill Clinton will have
the shortest honeymoon in Presidential history”.

Democrats, on the other hand, said the outcome of the runoff would have
little negative effect on the incoming Clinton Administration. The victory gives
the Republicans the same number of Senators, 44, that they had going into Election Day.

James Carville, the political consuitant who directed the Clinton campaign,
said Mr. Clinton had shown courage in his willingness to expend political

- capital on behalf of a struggling Democratic incumbent, a sentiment expressed by
" "Mr, Fowler himself in his concession speech late Tuesday.

* "] don’t think that this is any type of message about Bill Clinton,” said Mr.
"-Clinton’s spokeswoman, Max Parker.

"+Slim Reed” for the G.O.P.

= Alan Secrest, a Democratic poll taker based in Washington who worked for Mr.
..-Fowler, also scoffed at any suggestion that Mr. Clinton’s standing woulud bs hurt.
*. "It's a pathetic and slim reed for the Republicans 0 lean on,” he said,
__"Biil Clinton wasn’t able to carry the day for Wyche Fowler, bui there is very
~ little indication that Republican surrogates such as Phil Gramm and Bob Dole had
~-any impact on <Coverdell’s> win either.”
- The runoff made history in Georgia as the first under the state’s 28-year-old
ilaw requiring candidates in statewide elections to get a majority of the vote.
= Historians say the law, passed in the 1960’s, was intended to keep newly
- enfranchised blacks from winning county and state offices.

Both Mr. Fowler and Mr. <Coverdell > were denied a majority in the Nov. 3
voting because the Libertarian Party candidate, Jim Hudson, got 3 percent of
the vote. Under the law, the two top vote getters had to face each other in a
runoff. Other states have such a majority vote requirement in party primaries or
for county and municipal posts, but no others have such a requirement for
statewide office.

Slim Margins Both Times

On Nov. 3, just over 30,000 votes out of more than two million cast
separated the candidates. This time the margin narrowed to about 16,000 votes
among 1.2 million cast. The turnout in the general election was 72 percent,
compared with 38 percent in the runoff. Experts expected the turnout in runoff
to be even lower.

In a brief telephone conversation this morning, President Bush congratulated
Mr. <Coverdell.> The two have known each other since 1980, when Mr, <Coverdell >
headed the Georgia campaign for Mr. Bush’s unsuccessful run for the Republican
Presidential nomination.

"] was using a lot of lessons in my campaign that I picked up from a pretty
good boss,” Mr. <Coverdell > said to the President.

Later in the news conference Mr. <Coverdell> avoided a combative and partisan
stand and said it remained to be seer how cooperative he would be with a Clinton
Administration. A former state legislator for 19 years who served as state
Senate minority leader, Mr. < Coverdell > noted that he had some experience in
working as a Republican alongside Democratic administrations.

"But tax cuts are needed and if President Clinton is so driven by his party
that he raises taxes more, he will have an adversary in me," Mr. <Coverdell > said.

Democrats criticized the negative style of the < Coverdell> campaign ~ a
style that Mr. Fowler acknowledged, saying he had adopted it in self-defense, Ed
Simms, chairman of the Democratic Party, said the <Coverdell > campaign was
unique in that 100 percent of its advertising was negative advertising, and that
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CNN Transcripts, July 30, 1992

NOVAK: But isn't Mike correct, though, he doesn’t have to do anything to get
your support? The people who are in Congress, you guys will support him for any
reason.

Rep. GINGRICH: Unless the Democrats want to nominate Tsongas. 1 think most
conservatives-

KINSLEY: Oh, you would have supported Paul Tsongas? Right.

Mr. <WEYRICH: > I think that if conservatives thought that this administration
. .were really serious, for example, about the G.1. bill for kids-we don’t think
- ‘they’re serious-] think if we thought they were really serious that there would
““be more interest and support in the administration. The administration pays lip
L.sservice to a lot of our issues, but the commitment is lacking, and I think they
Z*have to show commitment before you'll find people in the grassroots taking an
= interest in them.

KINSLEY: All right. We're out of time. Thank you, Paul < Weyrich.> Thank you,
~..Newt Singrich. Bob and I will be back in a second. I don’t know what in the heck
“Pm geing 1e say, but we'll come up with something.

£>>>

CNN Transcripts, July 30, 1992
[Commercial break]

KINSLEY: Well, Bob, I wish I could be as pessimistic for Bush’s chances as all
you conservatives seems to be. Seems to me, he’s going to run a very aggressive,
dirty campaign, something he's very good at. He’s got a whole week coming at
Houston, where he can dominate the agenda and frame his image in any way he
wants. I think he’s still got a good shot. In fact, I'd stil] bet on him.

NOVAK: Well, you know, I'll tell you something, if his greatest supporter in
America is Mike Kinsley, he’s really in a lot of trouble.

KINSLEY: I didn’t say I'd support him.

NOVAK: You see, what you don’t understand that he has lost is the mandate of
heaven, which is an Oriental concept, and the idea that he was the successor to
Ronald Reagan, who was supporting the programs of Reagan and the whole coincept
of Reagan, and in fact, they have done nothing but dump on Reagan for the last
four years, That's the problem right now, and not all politicians are as

compliant and quiescent as Mr. Giugrich.

KINSLEY: I think this is a case of Reagan’s chickens coming home to roost. 1
>>>

-
LEVEL 2 - 43 OF 55 STORIES

Copyright 1992 The Washington Post
The Washington Post

<July> 29, 1992, Wednesday, Final Edition




SECTION: FIRST SECTION; PAGE A

LENGTH: 1232 words
HEADLINE: As Bush’s Problems Persist, Conservatives Not Rallying to His Side

SERIES: Occasional
BYLINE: E. J. Dionne Jr., Washington Post Staff Writer

BODY:

! For most of his term in office, President Bush has had a complicated

| relationship with the conservative movement. Now that Bush is in trouble,
conservatives decidedly are not rushing to his aid.

>>>

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992

' Instead, they are treating Bush’s crisis much as liberals treated President
=Jimmy Carter’s travails in 1980: as an opportunity to say, "I told you so," and
~“a chance to push Bush toward ideological purity.

. Economic conservatives are saying Bush should embrace low taxes and a
-.xReagan-style supply-sids program. Social conservatives are leery of even a hint
- .of retreat on posiiions such as opposition to abortion. Across the right, there

| .. are muiterings that Bush is in trouble precisely because of his fack of

= constancy to conssrvative principle.

i ©  Most alarming for the Republicans is conservative talk that the right might

. i.:be better off if Bush lost to Democratic nominee Bill Clinton -- or chose, even

T this late hour, not to run for another term. The idea gaining ground on the
right is that a directionless Bush second term might do more damage to the

conservative cause than a spell in opposition, which would give the movement a

chance to regroup — intellectually and politically.

"It’s a long way to November,” said Adam Meyerson, editor of Policy Review,
the quarterly magazine of the conservative Heritage Foundation, "but at this
point, many conservatives would not be disturbed by a Clinton administration
because Clinton seems to have moved the Democratic Party back to the center on
>>>

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992

foreign policy, and because Bush has not yet returned to the Reagan economic
policies he ran on in 1988."

Meyerson’s view is echoed privately by other conservatives, several of whom
said in interviews that they were not certain they would even vote for Bush.

Still other voices on the right suggest that Bush would do well simgply not to
run again. In a column published in today’s Washington Post, conservative
commentator and frequent Bush critic George Will urges Bush to step down,
arguing that if Bush decided not to seek a new term, "the intellectual
claustrophobia of this city and the Republican Party would be instantly

dissipated.” "'_j
_. JPaul’ <Weyrich,> president of the conservative Free Congress Foundation, said
“ that conservative activists who met at his offices early last week expressed an

*almost unanimous sentiment that this movement should forget about the %

presidency and concentrate on < Senate> races and House races and term-limitation

initiatives and other things that matter to us.”




< Weyrich> said conservatives who@unhappy with Bush are feeling freer to¥
lose partly because the end of the Soviet Union means that they have less to '
>>>

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992

worry about if the Democrats win. "The activists feared a capitulation to the
Soviet Union," he said. "Now you don’t have that consideration."”

In addition, he said, Clinton and his running mate, Sen. Albert Gore Jr.
(Tenn.), have well-honed moderate images. “You are not dealing with George
McGovern or Michael Dukakis in this <election,” Weyrich> said, adding of Clinton
and Gore: "I believe they are liberal, but they are not radical."

- Burton Yale Pines, a longstanding Bush critic who heads the National Center
. for Public Policy Research, a conservative think tank, said that the talk of
..conservatives being better off without Bush has been the focus of numerous

. private discussions among conservatives.

"This is a conversation that’s been going on nonstop for the last three weeks
. and it’s still a quandary,” he said.

:»  Gary Bauer, a former Reagan administration official, thinks conservatives

" . should rally to Buch, but added that many among his allies think a Clinton

... administratior would be a tonic. Bauver said the view he has often heard

= expressed is that "it'll certainly be easier to gin up the troops if you get a

- bad guy in the White House." Bauer added that he disagrees with this view.
T>>>

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992

Bush’s supporters caution that this gloomy assessment reflects a passing
despondency that has made this July one of the most miserable months of Bush’s
political life. Even as he lags behind Clinton in the polls, Bush has defenders
on the right, including the Rev. Jerry Falwell and House Minority Whip Newt
Gingrich (R-Ga.), who in an interview last week gamely predicted that Bush would
win by a landslide.

Most of the right, pro-Bush conservatives say, will fall into line this
autumn, when it focuses on the prospect of four years of Democratic mie.
William J. Bennett, Bush’s former drug control policy director, said in an
interview that Clinton’s likely judicial appointments would be enough to scare
conservatives home.

But even supporters of the president such as Bennett acknowledge that the
conservative temptation to lose is dangerous and a sign that Bush’s troubles
extend to his expected political base. "People are saying that four years of
muddling along will wreck the conservatives," Bennett said.

Bennett said his own view was that a Bush loss “might be good for the
fconservative] movement but bad for the country.™ But Bennett has been openly
critical of the direction of the Bush campaign. On ABC’s "This Week With David
>>>>

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992

Brinkley” on Sunday, Bennett spoke of the administration’s apparent fack of "a
governing rationale," a sense of "drift," and a tendency to "lurch from one
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Activists
fike you

Around the
country,
citizens plug in
to the debate,
calling in to
participale in
NET% closed
circuit telecast.

Through NET's programs, groups of citizens throughout the country are meeting each

month to participate in live, interactive satellite broadcasts of Washington strategy

meetings on current public policy ... get up-to-the-minute, precise guidance on what they

can do to affect today's issues ... cut through the red tape to talk directly with some of the

nation's top government officials and policy makers ... and join the battle to restore

traditional American values through political reform.




Wiliiam J.

ol Bennett

priiira ] oo o]

the Chairman of

W National

lug in Empowerment

sate, Television, be 2 e

nto brings the o W . .

detr ma-u‘f! and k. MIE' AI'E(_i;“_lt m "*;"‘:’; ‘i

‘ored shakers of \th SR TR Bl 44

ecast. policy to con- € grass IO(_)t 91‘ " 3
front today’s : N 1

wvital 1ssues.

ﬂ
ey UTUCTIVE Change~

|
* I Nation
H

U! NATIONAL EMPOWERMENT TELEVISION 7










By Shawn Miller

Summary: Paul Weyrich's
Nofienol Empowerment
Television network is young but
already making its mark. It
aims fo steer people away from
pofitical apathy and foward
political influence — and not
just in presidential elections.

eter Brown has seen the future
of American politics, and he
saw it on television — satellite
television, to be exact.

A contributing editor to OnSat
magazine, Brown argues that “the
limited degree of participation by the
Arnerican electorate” makes the time
ripe for considering drastic changes
in the political system. Translation:
wider use of his favorite technology,
the parabolic TV dish.

Brown, who also is the founder,
publicist and ranking member of the
Parabolic Party, is mystified that poli-
ticians have been slow to grasp the
potential of the new electronic envi-
ronment offered by satellite technol-
ogy. And he is convinced that “nar
rowcasting” — specialty programs
beamed to select audiences — can
shake the American people out of
their paolitical funk, keep thern better

14« insight

informed and offer them more direct
access to an influence on national
politicians.

In a smali studio in the basement
of the Free Congress Foundation in
Washington, Brown's future is Paul
Weyrich’s present. A year and a haif
ago—before Ross Perot's talk of elec-
tronic town hall meetings — the con-
servative activist launched his Na-
tional Empowerment Television net-
work as an experiment in “interactive
political television.” Each month
since then, groups eof up to 150
faithful activists in congressional
districts around the country (now 91
of them and counting) have gathered
at a site with a satellite dish equipped
to receive NET's signal. What they
see is an hour-long hybrid of Larry
King Live and the political strategy
meetings Weyrich has been hosting
with conservative leaders in Wash-
ington for the past 20 vears.

The basic format of the telecast is
inspiration, then actien. Studic and
call-in interviews of big-name politi-
cos such as Secretary of Education
Lamar Alexander, Rep. Newt Ging-
rich of Georgia and Sen, Phil Gramm
of ‘Texas fill the first 30 minutes of
each show. The second half is devoted
to advice on how viewers can influ-
ence their elected officials.

“The general purpose of NET is to
involve people in changing America,”

¥

says Weyrich, president of the Free
Congress Foundation. “We have a tre-
mendous amount of anger and frus-
tration out there, and it has to be di-
rected properly or it will goto waste”

Former Secretary of Education
William Bennett, who signed on as
chairman of the NET board of direc-
tors in June and is a frequent guest
on the shows, sees the network as re-
viving a “conversation between the
governors and the governed.”

To make the conversation easier ta
follow, NET has broken its telecasts
down into four programs, each of
which airs once a month:

® Empowerment OQOutreach Live,
which focuses on tax reform, com-
petitiveness, wasteful government
spending and legislative reform. A
recent guest was Sen. Bob Smith of
New Hampshire, who appeared on
the “action item” half of the show to
push his debt reduction plan that
would allow taxpayers to earmark up
to 10 percent of their income tax each
year for debt reduction. Cohost Wey-
rich pitched in, asking viewers to call
their congressmen and urge support
for Smith’s bill.

@ Family Forum Live, focusing on
“traditional family values” —- encom-
passing a wide variety of issues from
school choice to abortion. During the
September episode Rep. Dana Rohr-
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abacher of California called for a
viewer boycott of Levi Strauss and
Welis Fargo, two companies that re-
cently withdrew charitable support
of the Boy Scouts for refusing to em-
ploy homosexual scoutmasters.

© A Second Look Live, which offers
an outlet and support system for
black conservatives. The NET pro-
gram of which Weyrich is proudest,
A Second Look was born in the after-
math of the Clarence Thomas confir-
mation hearings last October. Wey-
rich “felt that the coalition that had
been brought together during the
hearings shouldn't be allowed to dis-
salve,” says Phyllis Berry Myers, the
show’s producer. With “action items”
such as a protest of Sister Souljah's
appearance at Black Expo '92 in Indi-
anapolis and support for the boycott
of Time Warnerinresponseto Ice-T's
song “Cop Killer,” Myers wants her
audience to take a second look at “the
line of thinking the black community
has been told is in our best interests,
when in fact it is not” She describes
the response as “overwhelming.”
Weyrich has tentative pians to start a
similar telecast for Mexican-Amer-
icans next year.

e Campus Connection Live, de-
buting Oct. 8, will concentrate on con-
cerns such as the effect of the “isms"”
(multiculturalism, feminism, envi-
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ronmentalism) on higher education.
Producer Molly Baldwin, only a year
out of Boston College, hopes the show
will offer the same sense of camara-
derie to campus conservatives that
Second Look offers black conserva-
tives. “Every campus has students
and professors who don’t go along
with the politically correct agenda
that is being pushed on them and
will suffer socially
and academically
if they are out-
spoken about their
beliefs,” Baldwin
says. Ten campus
outlets have been
lined up for this
academic year, in-
cluding ones at
the University of
Maine, Pennsylva-
nia State Univer-
sity and Pepperdine University.
Though word of NET and its pro-
grams hasn't spread far beyond the
ears of its participants, there have
been flashes of potency of the sort
Weyrich is looking for. A few days
after a Family Forum Live show in
February that saw guest Constance
Horner, director of presidential per-
sonnel, endure a barrage of caller
complaints about the Natienal En-
dowment for the Arts and iis contro-

versial grants, President Bush fired
NEA Chairman John Frohnmayer.
Though NET staffers play down the
network’s role in the dismissal, at the
time White House officials suggested
that Horner and her appearance on
the show were crucial to the pres-
ident’s action.

The network’s part in a July 1991
decision by Secretary of Health and
Human Services Louis Sullivan to
cancel an $18 million sex survey
of American teens is more obvious.
Appearing on NET, Sullivan was
shocked when Bob Baldwin, presi-
dent of the Michigan Association of
Christian Schools, confronted him
with the HHS survey, which would
have asked more than 20,000 junior
high school and high school students
about their sexual experiences. Sulli-
van had been unaware of the survey;
within two days it was canceled.

It also appears that NET had a
behind-the-svenes role in the Clar-
ence Thomas/Anita Hill melodrama.
Though he wi]l not divulge names,
Weyrich says NET was directly re-
sponsible for the pro-Thomas votes of
senaiors from two Western states.
“We flocded their offices with over
2,000 phone calls in two days,” he says.
“QOne of them met with our affiliate in
his state and asked, *‘What do I have to
do 10 call off the dogs?” " The answer
was obvious: Vote for confirmation.
In a rare public appearance, Thom-
as went on Second Look Live in July
to thank the network for its sup-
port.

Secretary of Education Alexander
has adapted the idea of satellite net-
working for his department’s Amer-
ica 2000 project —
a program foster-
ing innovation in
public school or-
ganization. “1 was
looking for a way
10 give more con-
sistent support to
all the communi-
ties trying to
change their
schoeols,” says
Alexander, who
has appeared on NET five times.
“When Paul invited me ta be a part of
his network, his idea rang a bell, and
I thought to myself, ‘Maybe we ought
to take a closer look at this' ™ There
have been four America 2000 Satellite
Town Meetings, reaching almost
1,000 communities.

Satisfied that it has a successful
format, NET has moved to widen its
influence. On Sept. 1S5, Wisconsin
Empowerment Network Television
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“action items’™

made its debut from a public televi-
sion studio in Madison. With 10 re-
mete locations across the state where
viewers can receive the signal,
WENT functions in much the same
fashion as the national show, except
the celebrity guests and action items
center on statewide issues.

“WENT is (an important] step for-
ward,” says Michael Schwartz, who
frequently cohosts the national pro-
gram with Weyrich. Schwartz sees
the move to state and local issues as
a natural next step for NET. “More of
the government policy that actually
affects the day-to-day lives of real
people takes place on a state level
than on a hational level”

NET wheeled in the big guns for
the inaugural WENT broadcast. Both
Weyrich and Bennett spent the night
in Madison, appearing on the local
show and a national one that followed.
They also used the occasion to honor
Wisconsin Gov. Tommy Thompson,
somewhat of a cult hero among con-
servatives for his successful welfare
reform and school choice initiatives.

The Wisconsin show, too, had its
There was a pitch
from Partners Advancing Values in
Education, a privately funded Mil-
waukee group that promotes school
choice by providing vouchers to poor
students for private school tuition.
And James Silver of the Wisconsin
Association of Non Public Schools
touted a bili that would provide tax
credits to parents who want to send
their children to private school.

Weyrich sees the national pro-
gramming, which follows the Wiscon-
sin show, as a “tremendous drawing
card” for this and future state sys-
tems. With the lure of celebrities in
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In Wisconsin, WENT follows the national mode! but focuses on state issues.

ENOUHEYAL

the second hour, more people will
show up for the first hour of state
issues. Steve Knutson, who coordi-
nates the La Crosse affiliate of WENT,
says the group of a dozen curious
souls who gathered at Western Wis-
consin Technical College to watch the
first broadcast were “especially at-
tracted to the idea that you had these
high-profile political folks who you
could just pick up the phonie and have
direct access to.”

city Republican Party official,
Knutson also sees WENT as a
public relations coup. Because
the program offers “people a chance
to feel more politically involved,”
Knutson thinks WENT will help him
organize people who would otherwise
be apathetic. “This is going tobring a
lot of people” into the Republican
fold, he predicts.

Weyrich, however, believes the po-
tential impact of NET is fess immedi-
ately partisan. While he suspects in-
terest in NET has been spurred by
the unhappiness in conservative cir-
cles with George Bush, he points out
that one of the goals of his group is to
wean the electorate from the notion
that political activism begins and
ends with voting for a president. “We
want to convince [the voters] that
they need to be active in the long
term, not just for two months every
four years,” he says. “If we can take
this far enough, then it won't matter
wha is in power”

Bennett also believes the fact that
“conservatives are very upset with
the Bush administration™ is at least
partially responsible for NET's quick
start, but he adds to the equation “a
general discontent with Congress”

and public reaction to a “crisis in the
social and moral values in our coun-
try”

Both Weyrich and Bennett take
care to speak of potential rather than
achievement, noting that NET is still
in its infancy. “We have potentially a
very powerful instrument for re-
form,” says Bennett, “but its contin-
ued success is not inevitable” The
Sullivan and Thomas exarnples aside,
NET is not yet a prime-time player in
the Washington influence game. Sen,
Larry Craig of Idaho, who has ap-
peared on the network twice, says “it
is going to take some time” before the
mention of NET throws fear into the
hearts of his colleagues.

But the exploding technology of
satellite communications, which
should see smaller and cheaper
dishes, promises wider availability.
Expansion will bring higher costs;
each new viewing site carries a
$2,500 price tag f~v NET, and the net-
work’s $2.1 million annual budget is
projected to double by 1997. While
the bulk of NET's startup expenses
have been covered by a Free Con-
gress Foundation special projects
fund and private donations, Weyrich
hopes an advertising campaign that's
in the works will drum up additional
support.

Assuming success in that area,
NET is planning for a future that
would include affiliates in all 435 con-
gressional districts, remote and over-
seas broadcasts, NET news and
debate programs, and movement into
the cable market. There is also op-
timism regarding further activities
in the states, with Georgia poised 0
foiiow Wisconsin as the next state af-
filtate.

Brown of the Parabolic Party
stretches the possibilities beyond
even those that Weyrich is consider-
ing. The party platform’s major plank
calls for a telecommunications sys-
tem that would let congressmen in-
teract through satellite linkups from
their home districts, putting them
closer to their constituents and far-
ther from Capitol Hill's lobbyists and
special interest groups.

Unfortunately for satellite enthu-
siasts, the fact that NET has not in-
spired any imitation nerworks (ex-
cept for Alexander’s educatiofial
spinoff) belies any visions of a dis-
persed Congress. Weyrich, for ong,
would welcome the challenge of com-
petition — even from the liberal side
of the fence. “The more people in-
volved in the discussion, the better,”
he says. “That’s the whole point of
what we are trying to accomplish.” ¢
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BY DAVID GERGEN

The dawn of satellite politics

§ { you were just zapping through regular television
fare Jast Wednesday night, you would never have
seen it. But if you had special equipment—a dish
equipped to receive Ku-band transmissions, pointed 99
degrees west, aimed at SBS 6, Transponder 15—you
would have witnessed something truly different: the cre-
ation of a new politics in America,

For 20 years, Paul Weyrich has served as a spark plug for
conservative activists in Washington, D.C., drawing them
together on a regular basis to plot strategy. A year ago, he
decided to 1ake his meetings out of the back room and into
grass-roots America. The result
is “National Empowerment
Television,” a pioneering at-
tempt to link high technology
with a growing hunger among
peonie Gutside Washington to
seize coatrol again.

Through a series of televised
progratns, NET has already be-
come a potent new force, and if
you saw it in action fast week,
you could easily see why. The
show was staged in a Tow house
in northeast Washington, home
of the Free Congress Founda-
tion, which Weyrich heads. By
satellite, it was beamed into 65
communities, where groups of
40 1o 150 local conservatives —
about 40 percent of them Dem-

ocratic— gathered before spe- awerers. Arzder, Wr.'ch and

‘Weyrich decided to take his
meeltings out of the back room
and info grass-roots America.’

cially equipped TV sets.
Through an 800 telephone
nrumber, each group could call
in and talk live with Weyrich,
show co-host Michael Schwartz
and guests.

For half an hour, social activ-
ists lined up 10 tell the audience
how to help in attacking “hot”
issues. Abortion opponent Patricia Bainbridge, for exam-
ple. urged viewers to step up a boycott of companies giving
funds to Planned Parenthood. “the largest single provider
of abortions.” Her attacks would infuriate liberals, but what
she wants is results, and she's getting them: She says 22 big
companijes. including AT&T, have cut off contributions.

Populist technology. The evening's piéce de résistance was
Education Secretary Lamar Alexander, who spent 45 min-
utes fielding questions and listening to complaints about
the country’s schools and morals. Ever sensitive to populist
politics — he may be in the thick of the 1996 presidential
contest — Alexander was making his third appearance on
NET. So fascinated has he been that he is trying to set up
his own separate network tying together communities
pledged to the administration’s education reforms.

How strong is National Empowermem Television?
Powerful enough that a parade of cabinet officers and

senators has quietly trekked before cameras; Dick Che-
ney is due in May, and Richard Nixon has agreed to come
later. “There is a real, perceptible impact in the White
House and on Capiiol Hill when they focus on an issue,”
says a Bush adviser, who adds that anger expressed by
participants in a show earlier this year was a major spur in
the president’s decision io fire John Frohnmayer, chief of
the National Endowment for the Arts.

‘The headiest moment for NET, says Weyrich, was the
Supreme Court confirmation of Clarence Thomas. For
months, participants in his teleconferences worked to

‘ help Thomas. Then, at a crucial
moment, people in Western
states collared two wavering
Democrats, verbally beating up
one of them. “We got both
voles,” Weyrich is convinced.
So, apparently, is Thomas. The
new justice has turned Jdown aii
requests tor speeches and inter-
views, but he has made one ex-
ccption: an appearance on
NET to thank the participants.

Weyrich now broadcasts three
shows a month and is building
rapidly. The biggest is for social
conservatives, another for eco-
nomic conservatives, the lat-
est—and most intriguing —for
blacks. Energized by the Thom-
as fight, black groups in 12 cities
now talk about ways of preserv-
ing families and neighborhoods.
“They don't want io be quiet
anymore,” exults Phyllis Berry
Myers, reciuited to put together
the program after her testimony
on behalf of Thomas.

America won't be quiet any-
& more, either. Interactive televi-

sion is not a new technology;
corporations like Wal-Mart and J. C, Penney as well as TV
call-in hosts have used it for several years. But Weyrich &
Co. are the first to put its magic behind a political move-
ment. While many will strenuousiy object to its agenda,
National Empowerment Television actually accomplishes
something deeper that is altogether healthy: It is recon-
necting citizens to each other and to their leaders.

There is a lesson here for left as well as right. Bring
together groups of angry Americans, let them talk directly
to their public servants, let them share ideas with each
other—and soon the discontent so pervasive in the land
can tum into direct political action. In an earlier age, a
James Madison would have worried about the prospects
of mob rule, but in today’s fragmented and fractious poli-
tics, there is much to be said for building new coalitions
and a new sense of community. Can it be long before
Common Cause has a channel, 100?

Schn’z
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Pli: ‘:"ou‘ve often said the conservativ vement was strongest between 1975 an
1981. What did conservatives do better then, both institutionally and
politically, than they’re doing today?

Weyrich: In those days, we had local organizations that had been built up
through the hard times of the 1960s and 1970s. We could call on them to do
political work that would eventually translate into liberals being defeated and
conservatives being elected. Tod:gzé those organizations have to be reinvented
because many simply shut down after they thought that Nirvana had come when
Reagan and the Republican Senate were elected in 1980. Most of the leaders
>>>

1992 The Heritage Foundation, Policy Review 1992 Winter
- moved to Washington and got jobs.

" 1n 1978, 1 was able to put together a coalition of social conservatives,
- religious conservatives, gun owners, right-to-work 1pc:ople, and economic or
i.Z defense and foreign policy conservatives in most of the country’s congressional
= districts. If we found a candidate who was right on the issues, we could
= quickly have a viable political operation, identify votes, and turn them out.
-.. Today, in many areas of the cousatry, we have no such operations, We have been
- doing our best to change that, and the situation in 1991 is far better than it
"' was, say, in 1988 or in 1984 for that matter.

=7 RKhe growth of conservative state think tanks is a very important development.
i* About half a dozen states now have really effective ones. We are also seeing

= the resurgence of local coalitions. James Dobson and Focus on the Family are
# putting enormous resources into state family groups, some of which are now ¥-
= organized around the < Coalitions for America> satellite network, and which are

" learning to cooperate with each other by virtue of being plugged into

Washington. We have just begun to work on this satellite project, and it is
growing daily. We will have movement headquarters all over America with trained
activists who can work on an issue at any time. This will translate

politically.

>>>
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PR: You have long expressed the hope that the conservative Christian churches
could supply the kind of precinct-level political base that labor unions provide
for liberalism. Why hasn't this happened yet, at Jeast in most parts of the

country?

Weyrich: It hasn’t bappened because church leaders fear that political
involvement is potentially divisive within the congregation. Coming from a
hierarchical church, I naturally looked to pastors, television personalities,
and denominational leaders to organize political activity, but I now realize
that among Southern Baptists and other evangelical Protestants this sort of
involvement will have to come from the congregation upward. In due course, 1
think the conservative Christians will be the balance of political activity in

- the precincts, but it’s going to come from the initiative of the lay people and
got from the initiative of the pastors.

PR: How i?nportant is it for conservatives to have a national leader? ——

Weyrich: i used to think it was unimportant but I was wrong. Ronald Reagan,
close up, left a lot to be desired, but Ronald Reagan, the political icon, was
really indispensable for vibrant conservatism, both at home and abroad. This
>>> :




etings 5o they could see they were
andle intimidation from Communist

forces in the rural areas, set up regionaf
not alope, and instructed them on how

authorities.

In Bulgaria, when UDF forces complained that the Communists were promising
more sugar to the people who would vote their way, and the democrats had no such
financial ability to be competitive, my colleague John Exnicios invented a
slogan that we have used now all over the East: "Take their sugar and vote for
UDF." Now, that seems absurdly simple, and yet one could visibly see the change
in attitude once this slogan had been pronounced. Secret ballots were essential
for this to work, so we had to train people about their rights.

We also came up with a comic book idea, where the control of these party
bosses was made into a joke. There is nothing more devastating in politics
>>>
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.:;f‘than ridicule. By passing around comic books in samizdat fashion, we helped
break the psychology of control among local people.

_PR: Presumably, you have had to cut back on some of your training conferences
- for conservative leaders in America. Why are you devoting 1nore of your energy
--to the emerging new democracies in the former Soviet emnire than to our own

" democracy at home?
_ e

- - Weyrich: Well, it isn’t true that we have s{ackened our efforts in this country.
. We are doing more training now in the United States than we have done for a
.- decade. I have cut out many other Washington activities that I have been
- involved in, to free up my time for the people of the East and also for building
- the conservative infrastructure around America, particularly the television
networks for conservative activists that we are establishing through
< Coalitions for America. >

Why am 1 spending 50 much time in the East? This is a historic opportunity.
1 feel as if I am reliving 1776 in Philadelphia. The discussions I've had with
people in the East about political principles, about where they want to take
their country, have challenged me in a way that I have never been challenged in
37 years of politics. The people there want advice, and America, and American
>>>
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conservatism, have credibility as never before. I also feel a special

obligation as an American to the people of the East. We failed these people at
the beginning of the Cold War. We consigned many of them to slavery. We
acquiesced to their absorption into the Soviet empire. Now [ think we have the
duty to help them defeat Communism for good.

America’s future is also at stake. The Soviets have been the greatest threat
to world peace that mankind has known. Not only were they a threat with their
awesome military arsenal, they also funded almost every low-intensity conflict
around the globe. Their system was designed to foment revolution, to cause
trouble, to destroy an orderly way of life. And if we could possibly make a
small contribution to turning around that system and promoting democratic
capitalism, which, for all its fanlts, is not aggressive, then I think we would
be making an enormous contribution to world peace and stability.

Now, the State Department’s definition of stability and mine are very
different. The State Department’s definition of stability is keeping an imposed
order on a subjugated people. My definition is encouraging those same people to
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Networking

¥ [ [ henTerry Alien was of-
6 -l & fered the opportunity to
. B . establisha state affiliate of

Focus on the Family in his
native Oxlahoma, he leapt at the
chaarz. In his four years on Capito)
Hill, Ajien had gained not only ex-
perience, but also a conviction that
the best place to advance conserva-
tive policy is in the states.

Before leaving Washington, Allen
paid a call on Paul Weyrich, to say
good-bye and to thank Weyrich for
his guidance and support. They both
agreed that Allen could accomplish
more in Oklahoma than by being
just another aide on Capitol Hill.

“The only thing about Washing-
ton that I'll really miss,” said Allen,
“are the Library Court meetings.
Isn’t there some way you could get
those out to people around the coun-
try, maybe by closed circuit TV?”

Library Court is the bi-weekly
meeting of pro-family activists
which Weyrich has been hosting
since 1979. Practically al! of the con-
servative activity on family issues is
planned at these meetings. Allen
had been a regular Library Court
participant ever since he worked for
Rep. Clyde Holloway (R-LA) during
the child care battle. Occasionally, he
had even co-chaired the meetings.

Instead of giving a yes orno
answer to Allen’s question, Weyrich
suggested, “Why don’t you figure
out how it could be done and how
much it would cost. Then send me a
memo on it.” Within days Allen sent
him a brief feasibility study.

And that was the beginning of
what promises to become the most

important new development in
grassroots activism in the past
decade.

The coslition moedel

Weyrich has been running coali-
tion meetings in Washington since
1972. His Coalitions for America
brings together the leaders of conser-
vative organizations, members of
congressional staffs and key figures
in Executive departments to work on
action-oriented projects to move the
conservative agenda forward in the
nation’s capital. Separate coalitions
meet regularly to work on family, ec-
onomic, defense and foreign policy,
and judicial issues. The meetings are
off the record and by invitation only,
aimed at coordinating action on key
policy concerns.

The format is simple. Participants
present “action items”: information
about a pending piece of legislation,
a hearing or event, a presidential ap-
pointment or a proposed regulation.
Then they invite attendees to com-
mit to take some action on each item.
Many meetings also feature an inter-
view with a key government leader
who responds to questions about
policy and legislation, long-range
plans and concerns about particular
issues. These conversations often
have positive results and afford op-
portunities for direct give and take
between conservative leaders and
govermnment decision-makers.

Coalition meetings have become
an indispensable toal for conserva-
tive leaders in Washington. Other
conservatives around the country
have organized similar coalitions in
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their localities based on the same

- model. When the Focus on the Fami-
Iy organization decided in 1989 to es-
tablish state affiltates, such as Terry
Allen’s Resource Institute of Ok-
lahoma, one of the functions was to
organize coalition meetings among,
pro-family groups in the state. ‘
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Allen’s suggestion intrigued
Weyrich. If people around the
country could actually sitinon a
coalition meeting, via television,
they would see how Washington
really works. It would give them im-
mediate access to information on
key issues, and thereby cut the re-
sponse time in getting grassroots ac-
tion on important issues. It would
teach them how coalitions work, and
give them a model to follow in their
own localities. And it would enable
them to have candid exchanges with
top government feaders.

This was the kind of thing that
could link the grassroots with Wash-
ington as never before. It was an
ideal way to strengthen the conserva-
tive movement at the loca] level, and
at the same time maximize conserva-

what to do.

included.

tion.

the network.

that would add tens of thousands of
doliars in expenses, including heavy
capital improvements, to the tiny
budget of Coalitions for America.
Grassroots groups might not
respond. How could it be paid for?

After consulting with conservative
leaders around the country and find-
ing real interest, Weyrich decided to
go ahead with the project. He and
his staff hammered out a plan.

On the third Tuesday of each
month, the Library Court meeting
would be moved to the evening.
One hour of that meeting would be
broadcast via satellite to subscribers
around the country. This would
leave them sufficient time to hold
their own coalition meeting before
or after the broadcast. The program

HOW YOU CAN GET ON THE NETWORK

A coalition, a satellite downlink and a participation fee can put you on
the Library Court, Kingston or Stanton Live network.
If you are interested in receiving any one of these broadcasts, here’s

1. Contact the organizations in your state or community which are
likely to want to participate, For Library Court, this would include those
interested in pro-life, pornography, education and religious issues. For
Kingston, it includes business, tax limitation and right-to-work groups.
And for Stanton, it includes groups concerned with national defense and
foreign policy. Participation is voluntary, and by invitation only. If you
coordinate the meeting, you decide who atten-s. Our recommendation is
that only persons who can commit the resources of their organizations
should be invited, but that those who have membership organizations,
publications or radio shows, and research or lobbying organizations be

2. Locate a KU-band satellite receiver which you can use on a regular
basis. Many churches, colleges, public buildings and offices have satellite
dishes, as do some private homes. If you have difficulty finding the
necessary equipment, contact the Coalitions for America staff for assis-
tance in either locating an available downlink, upgrading existing equip-
ment that is available, or acquiring new equipment at a discount rate.

3. Send in a $100 monthly participation fee, This can be obtained by as-
sessing the participating groups in your coalition, finding one or more
donor/sponsors, or having a single organization cover the fee. Since this
project is one that many donors may find attractive, your participation
can become a great fund-raising opportunity for the groups in your coali-

4. Contact the Coalitions for America staff (Michael Schwartz, Eric
Licht or Bob Golas) at {202) 546-3004, either to sign up as a subscriber or
to get more information. The Coalitions staff may be able to refer you to
other persons or groups in your vicinity who are interested in the
program, and they can fill you in on the technica) details you need to join




- would run from 8 to ¢ pm Easte

time (5 to 6 pm Pacific time), so it
would be available after working
hours throughout the country. The
first half hour would be devoted to
action items, selected on the basis of
their significance and their relevance
to grassroots activists. The second
half-hour would feature interviews
with a special guest, with sub-
scribers from across the country call-
ing in questions on a toll-free
number. Each subscriber would pay
a monthly participation fee of $100
— enough to cover costs once
there was a sufficient number h/
of subscribers, yet not too hig
for local groups to afford.

They began work on instali-

ganizers of “Library Court Live”
decided that it would be necessary
to invest in their own satellite
dishes. The initial cost was high, but
the long-term benefits would justify
the investment.

A second challenge was securing
the monthly participation fee. Where
coalitions were already functioning,
this was not a major difficulty be-
cause the financial burden could be
shared among several organizations.
But elsewhere, some creative energy
was called into play. In New York

THE COALITIORS FOR AMERICA
NETWORK

ive the broadcast and the toll-
telephone number for calling in
questions and comments during the
program. The written handouts to be
distributed at the meeting in connec-
tion with each of the action item
presentations were sent out in ad-
vance via fax, so they could be dis-
tributed to those in attendance at
each location.

The content of the first show was
flawless. Phyllis Schlafly, in Wash-
ington for a congressional hearing
that week, made the first action item
presentation on behalf of the
Coats/Welf proposals to in-
crease the personal income tax
exemption for dependent
children. The other action items

Coalitions for America is so pleased with
the response to Library Courf Live that it has
decided to add two more monthly pro-
grams later this year.

ing the satellite uplink and
= transforming the Coalitions for
£ America meeting room into a

: broadcast studio. Contracts had

concerned the National Endow-
ment for the Arts, a bill in Con-
gress to restore federal funding
to the forced-abortion policy in

to be signed, equipment pur- Kingston Live will bea broadcastofthe | China through the UN Popula-
chased and installed, tech- ingston Group, which deals with economic | tjon Fund, and a pro-abortion
nicians trained. Most of all, policy issues, while Stanton Live will ad- boycott directed against the
subscribers had to be signed up, | dress defense and foreign policy issues. State of Utah.

Since the beginning cf the Both of these programs are scheduled to The highlight of the pro-
year, Weyrich’s staff had been premiere in the fall of 1991. Those interested gram, however, was the special
busy trying to line up 2 net- in subscribing to either of these broadcast guest appearance of Lamar

work of subscribers. The con-
cept was not a familiar one to
most grassroots activists. Even
the notion of bringing pro-fami-
ly leaders together for coalition
meetings is a new idea in most
places, and linking them ali into the
same meeting simultaneously
through television was an additional
novelty,

But imaginative leaders from
across the country recognized the
potential of this project. it would
help them bring local coalitions to-
gether by providing a unique attrac-
tion. It would give their jocal
activists inside knowledge about na-
tional affairs and enable them to
have real impact. And it opened up
new fundraising possibilities by of-
fering a self-contained project that
helped many organizations at once.

On the other hand, the task of or-
ganizing the local meeting presented
some serious difficulties. First, it was
necessary to locate a meeting place
with the right receiving equipment.
Churches, colleges, office buildings,
and even private homes were can-
vassed as possible meeting sites. In
at least three cases, the local or-
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meetings should contact Eric Licht of Coali-
tions for America at (202) 546-3000.

City, for example, organizer Chris
Slattery set up a sliding fee for par-
ticipants, with those who con-
tributed more heavily entitled to
greater representation at the meet-
ings. The group in Erie, Pa. decided
to seek out sponsors for each pro-
gram among local businessmen.
Elsewhere, organizers saw an oppor-
tunity to seek support from a single
large donor, or assessed meeting par-
ticipants for a share of the fee so the
burden would not fal too heavily on
any one organization.

One by one, the groups around
the country solved their logistical
problems and signed on to the net-
work. By the time of the April 16
premiere of “Library Court Live” the
List of subscribers was large enough
to justify confidence that the project
could become self-sustaining, and
new subscribers continue to join the
network.

Each subscriber was given the
satellite coordinates needed to

Alexander, the new Secretary
of Education. Secretary
Alexander outlined his view-
points on the key education is-
sues of the day and he spent a
full half-hour responding to
questions from callers and from the
studio audience. Fittingly, the first
call came from Terry Allen in Ok-
lahoma City. Since this broadcast
was almost on the eve of the public
presentation of the Bush Admin-
istration’s education plan, viewers
received a preview of the policy
direction the Administration would
take, as well as a frank statement of
Secretary Alexander’s views on is-
sues. The Secretary, meanwhile, was
made aware of conservative con-
cerns on home schooling, the par-
ticipation of church-related schools
in education choice programs, na-
tional teaching certification stand-
ards, and school-based health clinics.
Response from viewers was phe-
nomenally enthusiastic. Trent Franks
of the Arizona Family Research In-
stitute reported that, even though he
had been conducting coalition meet-
ings for a year, his coalition partners
in Phoenix seemed to understand,

EMPOWERMENT!



for the first time, how meetings are
supposed to run. Chris Slattery in
New York City said the broadcast
had stimulated dozens of ideas
within his coalition and helped them
focus on specific actions they could
take locally. Carole Griffin in Tal-
lahassee decided to get other groups
around her state to subscribe to the
broadcast so the grassroots in
Florida could become better or-
ganized and more active.

As expected, the subscriber list
grew substantiaily for the second
program, and dozens of groups
around the country are now work-
ing on joining the network. Some
minor technical flaws noted in the

April broadcast were corrected, and
— thanks in part to Secretary
Alexander’s favorable report —
prominent guests have already been
lined up for forthcoming programs.
“The conservative movement is
only as strong as our grassroots,”
said Weyrich. “These broadcasts
enable grassroots activists to become
Washington insiders, to find out
what they can do right now to have
impact on national issues, and also
to leamn how to work together effec-
tively to maximize their strength in
their own states and communities.
This is the key movement-building
tool for conservatives in the
nineties.” Q

&4 month—every third
Tuesday—LIBRARY COURT
LIVE will be broadcast via satel-
lite. Here are the remaining
dates for 1991:
june 18, 1991
July 16, 1991
August 20, 1951
September 17,1991
Qctober 15, 1991
November 19, 1991
December 17,1991
All broadcasts are scheduled

to begin at 8:00 p.m.

Studying how to win

B Y M 1 K E

g % £ tudy is a preparation
W for action.” Morton
b Blackwell has used

%" these words through-
out his career in politics. They form
the cornerstone of his organization,
The Leadership Institute. The Lead-
ership Institute’s mission is to locate,
recruit, train and place young conser-
vatives in the public policy process.
Each year his training programs em-
power about 1,000 bright and prin-
cipled young Americans tomake a
difference. They will have a positive
influence on the future of America.

Morton’s own career in public pol-
icy began as a student at Louisiana
State University (L.S.U.). He and his
future wife, Helen, helped start an
organization called “Students for a
Conservative Government” which
brought nationally known conserva-
tives to speak at L.5.U. Thus began
his fight for conservative principles,
now in its fourth decade.

His early involvement led Mor-
ton to a very important realization:
To win at politics, being pure of
heart is not sufficient. In 1964 he was
the youngest delegate for Barry
Goldwater at the Republican Nation-
al Convention. Secure in the know-
Jedge that the values Goldwater

EMPOWERUAENT
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stood for were right, Morton Jearned
from the disappointing results in the
1964 election—that being right was
not enough. Conservatives owe it to
their philosophy to study how to
win.

Morton resolved to ensure that
more young conservatives do
precisely that. In 1968 he began the
first of his national training pro-
grams which led to the creation of
the Leadership Institute in 1979.

Sixteen years after he was a
Goldwater delegate, and after
having trained thousands of young
conservative activists in the interven-
ing years, Morton was a Ronald
Reagan delegate to the 1980 conven-
tion. Conservatism prevailed at the
convention. Unlike 1964, this time
the nomination victory was followed
by another when Americans went to
the polls in the fall.

Thanks in part to Mortons train-
ing, in 1980 conservative activists
were numerous and more effective.
In short, the conservative movemnent
had studied and learned how to win.

In fact, a list of those in position
to affect public policy who benefited
from Morton’s training reads like
“Who's who?” of American Conser-
vatism. Among the graduates of his

M ALAMUT, | R.

first national youth leadership
school in 1968 were Mitch Mc-
Connell {(now U. S. Senator from
Kentucky) and Terry Branstad (now
Governor of lowa). Others in high
elected office whe have been emt-
powered through the political
knowledge learned at his schools in-
ciude Congressmen Jack Fields
{Texas) and Vin Weber (Minnesota).
Hundreds of loca), state and federal
officials as well as private sector
leaders are graduates of his training.
Activists from nearly every sig-
nificant conservative group got their
start at his schools.

Morton himself has had a direct
hand in affecting American public
policy.

In early 1984, Morton, then Special
Assistant to the President for Public
Liaison, left the White House to
direct all his efforts toward increas-
ing the number and effectiveness of
conservative activists. His Leader-
ship Institute expands every year,
training increasing numbers of
young conservative activists.

Currently the Institute offers eight
different schools, each designed in
its own way to empower young <on-
servative activists for participation
in different areas of the public policy
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process. Some of them include:

The well-known Youth Leadership
School, the Institute’s flagship
school teaches the fundamentals of
politics.

The popular Capitol Hill Staff
Training School is for conservatives
interested in working in a congres-
sional office.

The Candidate Career Develop-
ment School guides prospective can-
didates for public office, suggesting
ways of political, philosophical,
educational and personal prepara-
tion for them to achieve their goals.

The Foreign Service Opportunity
School trains young conservatives to
pass the State Department’s Foreign
Service exam an4 successfully enter
the Foreign Service.

The Student Publication School
teaches students how to begin and
properly run successful conservative
campus publications. These conser-
vative campus newspapers now
provide an alternative view to col-
lege and university students who
have previously had no choice other
than the liberal campus press.

The newest Leadership Institute
school is the Mentor school, which
teaches conservative adults to be-
come “political mentors” giving
them the expertise to guide bright,
young conservatives who should be
active in government and politics.

All of his schools empower conser-
vatives week after week, training
them how to affect public policy is-
sues in America, and beyond. Stu-
dents from more than 15 foreign
countries have similarly benefited
from Morton's training, including, in
the past year, young people from
four countries behind the old Iron
Curtain.

Unlike Johnny Appleseed, who
planted his seeds and moved an,
Morton tends to his seedlings, al-
ways looking for new and effective
ways to bring young people along.
In doing so, he empowers an increas-
ing number of conservatives to in-
fluence the public policy of the
United States. n)

Mike Sporer and B.G. Malamut, Jr.
are graduates of Morton Blackwell's
Youth Leadership School. Both have
used their training o make a difference
in public policy at the grassroots level.
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_ @ You cannot make friends of your enemies by making enemies of your

LAWS OF THE PUBLIC

& Never give a bureaucrat a chance to sa no.
Don‘t fire all your ammunition at once.

B You can't beat a plan with no plan.

B Political technology determines political success.

& In politics, you have your word and your friends; go back on either
and you're dead.

& Don't treat good guys like you treat bad guys.
B You can't save the world if you can’t pay the rent.

Never miss a political meeting if you think there’s the slightest chance
you'll wish you’d been there.

® In volunteer politics, a builder can build faster than a destroyer can
destroy.

B Actions have consequences.
B The mind can absorb no more than the seat can endure.

friends,
& Don’t rely on being given anything you don’t ask for.
@ Winners aren’t perfect. They made fewer mistakes than their rivals.

# In moments of crisis, the initiative passes o those who are best pre-
pared..

& Politics is of the heart as well as of the mind. Many people don’t care
how much you know until they know how much you care.

® Moral cutrage is the most powerful motivating force in politics.

B Don't get mad except on purpose.

@ Keep your eye on the main chance and don’t stop to kick every bark-
ing dog.

& Pray as if it all depended on God; work as if everything depended on
you,

® Effort is admirable. Achievement is valuable.

B Give ‘em a title and get'em involved.

8 Sound doctrine is sound politics.

B Don't make the perfect the enemy of the geod.

Remember, the other side ks troubles too.

B A well-run movement takes care of jts own.

B Hire 2t least as many to the right of you as to the left of you.
@ An ounce of loyalty is worth a pound of cleverness.

B Remembet, it's a long ball game.

& Trust only those who are zeliable even when a good cause appears to
be losing.

8 Governing is campaigning by different means.
& A prompt, ﬁenerous letter of thanks can seal a commitment which oth-
erwise might disappear when the going gets tough.

B The test of moral ideas is moral results.
B You can't beat somebody with nobody.
In politics, nothing moves unless it's pushed.
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Direct mail helps make
the grassroots “greener”

B Y

ERY  local, volunteer grassroots
» B4 organization can use direct
mail very easily and effective-

-

.
% iy o raise money.
The number one rule is: “Don't

- make it too hard on yourself!” Your

fundraising letters don’t have to
ook like a subscription piece from
National Geographic. Just follow a few
simple rules, learned the hard way
over the years by professional direct
marketers, and you should be able to
sajse the money needed to fund your
operation.

Any good fundraising letter must
get the donor involved. Make sure
ke or she understands the battle you
are fighting. And explain precisely
what you want the donor to do to
help you. But most important—
make it easy to respond.

Spend plenty of time writing the
actual letter (more on that in a mo-
ment)—but also plan the other ele-
ments of your fundraising package
very carefully.

First, the envelope. Don’t think
you have to use your group’s pre-

- printed business envelopes. Use en-
velopes that are different, or even
unusual-—mix them up! Try a social
size baronial or 2 6“x 9”. And who
says they have to be white? The
more unique your letter appears, the
more likely it will be opened.

Always hand-address your en-
velopes for fundraising mail. Several
conservative groups 1 work within
Fairfax County, Virginia, hold an
“envelope addressing party” a few
nights prior to the “envelope stuffing
party.” Window envelopes and
labels have “junk mail” written all
over them. And always use an actual
postage stamp instead of 2 meter or
a pre-printed indicia, even when
nailing at bulk rate, Stamped letters
get opened more often.

Remember this: it is a very brave

sCOTT E .

person who receives an odd-looking
hand-addressed envelope with no
return address—and then throws it
in the garbage without opening it.

At the same time, the personal
Iook usually beats cleverness. Ideally
—¢ven though your letter may look
unusual or unique—you should feel
as comfortable sending it as you
would a personal letter to a close
friend.

Now for the letter itself. | promise
that this is true: a four page letier
will almost always raise more
money than a one-page letter. Real-
Iy! Since your first goal is to per-
suade your donor to send a
contribution to your group, take
your time and use as much space as
necessary to tell him or her 1) what
the problem is; 2) what your group
proposes to do about it; and 3) what
the donor should do to help you.

Always write as if you are address-
ing just one person. The recipient
should feel you are talking only to
him.

Don’t be timid about asking for
money. In American society, it is not
an easy thing to do. Force yourself.
Ask for the money somewhere in the
first five paragraphs, again in the
Iast ten, and then in the postscript
(always use a P.S. to re-state your en-
tire case in a few lines). You don't
have to sound like a beggar with hat
in hand, but people can't read your
mind-—if your group needs money,
ask for it.

When you write your letter, don't
use a dry, technical tone. Write about
the threat your donor now faces due
to the problem you identify. Talk
about how your donor will benefit if
he helps you solve the problem. You
must present an effective and
credible solution. Beware of big num-
bers or grandiose generalities that
mean little to the donor personally,

HUCH

Make it hit home. A $100 billion tax
hike doesn‘t pack the same wallop
as the extra $1,000 it will cost your
family next year.

Campaigns and political groups
with whom I have worked learned
through experience that people will
not contribute simply to help pay
your Field Director’s mileage expen-
ses. While you should ask for a con-
tribution which will be applied to a
~pecific project, remember the com-
mon philosophy and vision you
share with your donor. And don't
forget that their negative feelings
about your political enemies are
probably every bit as strong {(or
stronger) than yours.

Avoid long, wordy sentences, fong
paragraphs, and complicated ex-
planations. If you confuse your
donor, he will lose interest and you
will lose 2 contribution. If you use
computer personalization (not at ail
necessary, but very helpful), too
much can come across as insincere
or phony.

Finally, you must have an easy-to-
understand reply form and business
reply envelope (BRE). Always re-
state the major point of your appeal
on the reply form. What is the
problem and your proposed solu-
tion? What should the donor do?

Always ask for specific amounts
of money, and tie the dollar amounts
to specific projects if you can. Don't
ask for $15 if your donor can afford
$100 and vice versa. Always include
“QOther” as a contribution option.
And be sure to give a deadline, on
your reply and in your letter, thatis
not too far from, nor too close to, the
date your letter is received. Some-
where between 20 and 30 days later
is about right.

In addition to “Make Your Check
Payable To:” language on your reply
form, make sure to inciude your
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group’s return address. There
should also be space for the donor to
fill in his own name and address if
you haven’t personalized the form.
And don't forget the Gazinta Prin-
ciple: if done correctly, your reply
“gazinta” your reply envelope
without any difficulty.

Use lists of all your previous con-
tributors, as well as past donors to
similar organizations, campaigns,
church groups, etc., who will give
you permission to use their lists (AL-
WAYS ASKY. Once a person con-
tributes to your group, file their
name carefully. Plan to solicit as
many as 8-10 donations per year
from them. Not everyone will give
every time. But by remaining in con-
stant contact with your donors, they
will see evidence of your group's ef-
fective activity. Also, thank every
donor promptly and graciously.

A good direct mail program can
raise half to 75% of the annual
budget for a local grassroots group.
When I was Chairman of the Fairfax
County Young Republicans, | per-
sonally raised our year’'s budget of
$7,000 largely through direct mail. |
am helping several of our Northern
Virginia conservative candidates
raise money through direct mail in
this year’s local elections, and our ef-
forts have been successful so far.

Your group’s direct mail success
cannot be guaranteed, but you can
do a lot to put yourself ahead in the
competition for charitable contribu-
tions. Don’t re-invent the wheel.
Simply follow the bouncing ball ard
duplicate what others have success-
fully done before you. A strong
fundraising program allows you to
Ppursue your group’s goals more ef-
fectively because you will have the
resources to win! o

Scott E. Huch is a professional

- copywriter working in Falls Church, Vir-

ginin. A native of lilinois, Huch is
treasurer of a conservative political ac-
tion committee and serves on the Execu-
tive Board of Virginia's largest Young
Republican club. He is active with the
Direct Marketing Association of Wash-
inglon and is a frequent lecturer on
direct mail, membership recruitment,
and other topics.
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B Coalmons for Amenca, 717 “;econd Street N.E. Washmgton DC 20002
(202)546~3003 (contact Eric Licht}
8 Terry Allen, Resource Institute of Oklahoma, 26 N.W. 7th Street, Oklahoma

City, Oklahoma 73102 {405 2396700

WABRARY COURTEIVENETWOR

If you are interested in participating in Library Court Lwe please contact the md:—
wvidual or group neatest you. Contacts for the Library Court Live satellite network in-

clude:

B Alabama Family Alliance, P.O. Box 59692, Birmingham, Alabama 35259 (205)
870-9900 (contact Michael Ciamarra or Gary Palmer)

8 Arizona Family Research Institute, 3550 N. Centra), Suite 1025, Phoenix,
Arizona 85012 (602} 277-5181 (contact Trent Franks)

8 Evergreen Freedom Foundation, P.O. Box 552, Olympia, Washington 98507
(206) 352-1842 (contact Bob Williams)

8 Expectant Mother Care, 210 E. 23rd Street, Suite 5-R, New York, New York
10010, (212) 695-1940 (contact Chris Slattery)

& Family Concerns Coalition, N9 W18221 County Line Road, Menomonee
Falls, Wisconsin 53051 (414) 251-9440 (contact Craig Parshall)

8 Indiana Family Institute, 300 N. Meridian Street, Suite 910, Indiarapolis, In-
diana 46204 (317) 237-2959 (contact Bill Smith)

B Indiana Policy Review, 6919 Forest Glen, Forl Wiy
3971 (contact Rick Hawks)

@ Pennsylvania Family Institute, P.O. Box 220, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17108
(717) 236-2212 (contact Michael Greer)

8 Traditional Values Coalition, 100 5. Anzheun Boulevard, Suite 350, Anaheim,
California 92805 {714) 520-0300 {contact Lou Sheldon)

B Utah Association of Women, 5141 Clover Meadow, Murray, Utah 84123 {801)
266-0076 (contact Susan Roylace)

B Women's Lobby, 2311 Capital Avenue, Sacramento, California 95816 {916}
3684355 {contact Barbarz Alby}

B Patricia Bainbridge, 50 Audubon Drive, Snyder, New York 14226 (716) B35-
5050

8 Coundilman Keith Butler, Detroit City Council, 1340 City-County Building,
Detroit, Michigan 48226 (313) 224-1309

& LeRoy Corey, §15 Main Street, Cedar Falls, lowa 50613 {319} 277-3775

B Greg Culross, 5213 Burgis, Grand Rapids, Michigan 49508 (616) 538-7052

B Matthew Harnest, 1506A Matthews Lane, Austin, Texas 78745 (512) 447-7031
¥ Carole Griffin, 117 1/2 South Monroe Street, P.O. Box 12968, Tallahassee,
Florida (504) 893-1843

8 Patrick Volimer, 360 Patrican Way, Pasadena, California 91105 (818) 795-9811
8 Jitn Zbach, 5005 Zuck Road, #140, Erie, Pennsylvania 16506 (814) 452-3100 or
(814) 452-3100 x3048

. Indiana 46815 (219) 493-

& Morton Blackwell Presxdent The Leadership Institute, 8001 Braddock Road,
Suite 502, Springfield, Virginia 22151 (703} 321-8580
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The ed:tors and colummsl5 n be reached at the Free Con
Second Street, NE, Washington, DC 20002; 202 /546-3000 (FAX: 202/546-7689). We en-
courage your calls, letters and submissions to EMPOWERMENT!?
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Learning from EMPOWERMENT!

EMPOWERMENT! is a publica-

schooling. The legislators intro-

tion for the conservative duced the necessary killer
citizen. It is a publication de- amendments which were as-
signed to educate and inspire A./\ . sured of approval after
grassroots activists to take on @ "1 }J!“L‘ thousands of citizens in the
the entrenched interests who _ coalition phoned in their sup-
use government to erode and port.

not affirm our nation’s values.

The importance of the

grassroots in the conservative strategy cannot be over-
estimated. Conservatism’s strength lies not in govern-
ment — for there we are outmatched ~— but in the
people. No amount of lobbying, policy-making, and
polemicizing by conservatives within government
will, by itself, change government. Conservatives
working in Washington, DC and the state capitols will
consistently fail to advance our agenda of fiscal re-
spongsibility and cultural preservation without the
powerful voice of the grassroots echoing in the halls
of power.To puit it as simply as possible, conser-
vatism is the grassroots. Without the spark of citizen
activism, conservatism and all we stand for will
wither away.

That is why there is this newsletter called EM-
POWERMENT! It is there to help the citizen activist
wage a successful struggle against the big-spenders,
the pornographers, the corrupt politicians, and the un-

To borrow another example
from a previous issue, there is
the poignant tale of pro-life activist Steve Baldwin.
Tired of the socially-liberal politicians dominating San
Diego politics, Baldwin decided to get conservatives
elected for a change. After wresting contro] of the
local Republican party from the liberal faction,
Baldwin recruited 90 pro-life candiciates for every-
thing from the city council to the water board and 52
weon election. This pro-life coalition succeeded so bril-
liantly because it mobilized the large but dormant con-
servative electorate. By identifying the hundreds of
pro-life churches in the San Diego area, distributing
campaign flyers at their Sunday services, placing ads
in Christian newspapers, and conducting mass mail-
ings, the heretofore untapped conservative voters
finally found out they had a choice.
In just the last issue of EMPOWERMENT!, we saw
countless examples of a more flamboyant activism in
operation. As part of the Taxpayer Action Day nation-

responsive bureaucrats. wide protests, 250

Pasteditions of EMPOWER- g ————  demonstrators in St. Louis
MENT! are already replete staged a mock trial with Con-
with such examp%(es?ake for NEXT MONTH ... grégss as the defendant. The
instance the story of Richard : jury found the institution guil-
Ford, a Dallas consultant s‘;::;: :c‘:i:i?:;:dngy::an d Dan Ergn all counts of wae;tef'ugll1
turned citizen activist. Long Brawn pravide case studies on how citizens spending and unnecessary
involved in conservative ac- can fight the system and win. tax hikes - all of this in front
tivities in Washington, Ford of Rep. Richard Gephardt's of-
rightfully decided the Lone Profile fice. Boston protesters dis-
Star State needed its own con- Michae] Schwartz profiles Detroit City tributed tea bags to remind
servative group. Ford's Texas Councilman Keith Butler, who has proved participants of the tea party.
Conservative Coalition isa that conservative ideas can work in an This is only a handful of
perfect example of the “in- urban area. what EMPOWERMENT! has to
side /outside” organizational offer. The suggestions you
model. The coalitgfon combines Paul Woyf'leh . send in will be more than
state legislators working from The publisher discusses ways to em- matched by the strategies, in-
the “inside” and citizen power aties. formation, and tips EM-
groups working from the Also POWERMENT! sends out.
“outside.” The coalition Find out answers to frequently asked Signing up for EMPOWER-
proved its worth when it public policy questions. MENT! is the first step in a suc-
derailed a bill that would cessful grassroots effort. O
have virtually ended home-
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Free Congress Foundation, Inc. (1977)

717 Second Street, NE
Washington, D.C. 20002
Phone: (202) 546-3000
Fax: (202) 546-7689

“To promote traditional values, responsive government, and a strong
America.” P UR‘P OSE

30 total—25 professional; 5 support; plus 10 interns and 10 part-time
3 ¢ STAFF

Paul M. Wey.ich, president. Weyrich is also national chairman of Coali-
tions for America. He is a writer, public policy specialist, and political DIRECTO
aciivist who has been on the Washington scene for twenty-five years.

T TSN X R T I

501(c)(3) TAX STATUS

1990—$4.0 million BUDGET

Proposed 1991—$4.1 million

Foundations, 50 percent; individuals, 20 percent; corporations, 15 per- FUNDI.NG

cent; rent and other, 15 percent
SOURCES

Members: NJA Sf'uOPE

Branches/chapters: N/A
Affiliates: N/A

S ]
Free Congress Political Action Committee PAC

Awards program Library/information METHOD OF

Campaign contributions clearinghouse

Conferences/seminars Media outreach OPERATION
Congressional testimony Research

Congressional voting analysis Speakers program

Films/videotapes/audiotapes Training and technical assistance

International activities
Legislative/regulatory monitoring
{federal and state)
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CURRENT
CONCERNS

The Free Congress Foundation has eleven research divisions
—Center for Competitiveness
—Center for Conservative Governance
—Center for Cultural Conservatism
—Center for Fiscal Responsibility
—Center for Foreign Policy
—Center for Freedom and Democracy
—Center for Government and Politics
—Center for Law and Democracy
—Center for Social Policy
—Center for State Policy
~—Center for Transportation and Urban Studies

PUBLICATIONS

Ninth Justice: The Fight for Bork

NEWSLETTER

Empowerment! (monthly)

Essays on Qur Times (occasionally)

Policy Insights {occasionally)

Policy Insights—Freedom and Democracy Series (2 times a month)
Spotlight on Congress (6 times a year)

Weyrich Insider {12 times a year)

CONFERENCES

Federal Classroom and State Classroom sessions (designed to “equip
conservatives in the administration for effective participation in pel-
icy development”)

National and international conferences

BOARD OF
DIRECTORS

Jeffrey H. Coors, chairman; Robert H. Krieble, vice chairman; Robert ].
Billings, secretary; Charles Moser, treasurer
Other members:

T. Coleman Andrews Howard Long Henry J. Smith
William L. Armstrong  Marion Magruder, Jr.  Paul M. Weyrich
John D. Beckett Thomas A. Roe

Ralph Hall Kathleen Teague

Clifford S. Heinz Rothschild

Terry J. Kohler Robert Sandblom

EFFECTIVENESS

864 Think Tanks

“... Conservative leader Paul Weyrich, who sometimes provides politi-
cal counsel to [President Bush’s] senior advisers.” (Washington Times,
December 28, 1990)

“. .. The Krieble Foundation recently approached [Free Congress Foun-
dation president} Paul Weyrich, perhaps the ablest nuts-and-bolts politi-
cal operator active in the conservative movement, and asked him to lead
a task force to train interested individuals in Eastern Europe in the fine
points of Western-style politicking.” (William Rusher, Washington Times,
January 3, 1990)

“Though less well-known than some of the noisy self-promoters on the




right, [Free Congress Foundation president Paul] Weyrich swings as
much weight through his personal standing and his organizational
network as anyone from that part of the political spectrum. After
Weyrich's testimony about John Tower's drinking habits heiped sink
Towet’s nomination as secretary of defense, President Bush thought it
prudent to send Weyrich a note saying that there were no hard feelings.
That is clout.” (David S. Broder, Washington Post, December 3, 1989)

“When we left Paul M. Weyrich, he had just undermined President
George Bush’s first choice for secretary of defense. Now he has decided
to rebuild the American conservative movement from the bottom up. .. .

““That sounds unlikely, but it is no less plausible than the undoing of
John G. Tower, the former Republican senator from Texas, rejected by
the Senate for secretary of defense last winter after a controversy that
surfaced when Mr. Weyrich accused him of misbehaving with women
and whiskey. He saia nis tesumony dgainst another conservative
stemmed {rom concern about Mr. Tower’s character and about {eader-
ship at the Pentagon.

“Mr. Weyrich says he is asked about the Tower episode at his organiz-
ing and fund-raising appearances for his I':ee Congress Foundation, but
that other conservatives haven’t been critical, ualy curious. Nor, he said,
have there been any lingering problems in his contacts with the White
House.

“And conservative business seems to be thriving. Mr. Weyrich's orga-
nization raised $3.34 million ... and has just expanded its row of small
office buildings near the foot of Capitol Hill....” (Walter Mears, Wash-
ington Times, Qctober 16, 1989)

“Mzr. {[Paul} Weyrich is one of those self-created Washington phenomena
whom everyone agrees is important, though most have trouble defining
exactly what it is he does. ‘What is Paul Weyrich?’ asked R. Emmett
Tyrell Tv., the conservative columnist, in an interview. ‘Is he a lobbyist?
Is he a politician? Is he a writer? Is he a philosopher? Is he a theologian?’

“The confusion may stem from Mr. Weyrich's titles, because he has so
many. He is president of the Free Congress Research and Education
Foundation, a research group [in Washington, D.C.]. He is national
chairman of the Free Congress Political Action Committee. And, he is
national chairman of Coalitions for America. He founded these orga-
nizations . .. [and] was also a founder of the Heritage Foundation, now
one of Washington's most influential public-policy research groups....

“In effect, Mr. Weyrich runs a vertically integrated political operation
that claims to have an annual budget of $5 million. The tax-exempt Free
Congress Foundation generates conservative ideas and publishes a re-
spected nonpartisan newsletter on Congressional elections. The Political
Action Committee helps elect conservatives who will support the foun-
dation’s ideas. Coalitions (or America is a network that agitates for the
cause at the grass roots,

“There is considerable dispute on the Right over what Mr. Weyrich
accomplishes with his organizations. ‘T don't know what he has to show
for the money,” said {Roger Stone, a Republican political consultant,]
who says for attribution what some other conservatives will only say off
the record. "Which U.5. Senator has he helped to elect? Which Gover-
nor?

“Mr. Stone argued that Mr. Weyrich’s influence stems mainly from his

Free Congress Foundation, Inc. 865



ability to get quoted in the press and on television. "He screams and gets
covered,” said Mr. Stone.

“But Burton Yale Pines, vice president of the Heritage Foundation,
echoes others on the Right in calling Mr. Weyrich ‘a master of grass-
roots strategy and tactics’ who has not only helped elect candidates, but
has also played an important role in shifting the tone of the national
debate to the Right.” (New York Times, March 16, 1989)

POLITICAL
ORIENTATION

866 Think Tanks

“A conservative lobbying group.” (New York Times, April 10, 1990)

“The conservative movement, much like Michael Dukakis’ famous fish,
mayv well be rotting from the head—that is to say, Washington—first.
That is probably not the way Paul Weyrich would put it. But it is the
sense one gets from reading between the lines of a memo issued to a few
select sources by Mr. Weyrich that certainly adds weight to speculation
in this column that big changes are in store for the various entities
under his control.

“According to a copy of the memo supplied to this column, Mr.
Weyrich’'s ‘Free Congress Foundation is uniquely positioned to lead the
effort to rebuild the [conservative] movement.”

“The cight-page memo talks about conservative victories of the 1970s
and early ‘80s, and the resultant ‘intoxication of Washington. ...

“Thus the conservative movement got cut off from the grass roots.
“The move to Washington by so many organizations resulted in a decline
in our ability to push buttons and light up lights over large parts of
America,” Mr. Weyrich says in the memo.

“That situation was not good for Mr. Weyrich: ‘To say it ... was not
received well in Washington would be an understatement,’ So Mr.
Weyrich has decided to abandon the sinful city. ...

“Based on the perception of a hunger for a system of values and
method of action at the grass roots akin to his own ideas, Mr. Weyrich
says he is taking his efforts back to those who had been abandoned. . .."”
(Washington Times, September 26, 1989)

“A conservative research group.” (Walil Street Journal, May 5, 1989)
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By Shawn Miller

Summary: Paul Weyrich’s
National Empowerment
Television network Is young but
already making its mark. It
agims fo steer people away from
political apathy and toward
polifical influence ~— and not
just in presidential elections.

eter Brown has seen the future
of American politics, and he
saw it on television — satellite
television, to be exact.

A contributing editor to OnSat
magazine, Brown argues that “the
limited degree of participation by the
American electorate” makes the time
ripe for considering drastic changes
in the political system. Translation:
wider use of his favorite technology,
the parabolic TV dish.

Brown, who also is the founder,
publicist and ranking member of the
Parabalic Party, is mystified that poli-
ticians have been slow to grasp the
potential of the new electronic envi-
ronment offered by satellite technol-
ogy. And he is convinced that “nar-
rowcasting” -— specialty programs
beamed to select andiences — can
shake the American people out of
their political funk, keep them better
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informed and offer them more direct
access to an influence on national
politicians.

In a small studio in the basement
of the Free Congress Foundation in
Washington, Brown's future is Paul
Weyrich's present. A year and a half
ago—Dbefore Ross Peroti's talk of elec-
tronic town hall meetings — the con-
servative activist launched his Na-
tionai Empowerment Television net-
work as an experiment in “interactive
political television.” Each menth
since then, groups of up to 150
faithfu! activists in congressional
districts around the country (now 91
of them and counting) have gathered
at a site with a satellite dish equipped
to receive NET’s signal. What they
see is an hourlong hybrid of Larry
King Live and the political strategy
meetings Weyrich has been hosting
with conservative leaders in Wash-
ington for the past 20 years.

The basic format of the telecast is
inspiration, then action. Studio and
call-in interviews of big-name politi-
cas such as Secretary of Education
Lamar Alexander, Rep. Newt Ging-
rich of Georgia and Sen. Phil Gramm
of Texas fill the first 30 minutes of
each show. The second half is devoted
to advice on how viewers can influ-
ence their elected officials.

“The general purpose of NET is to
involve pecple in changing America,”

¥

says Weyrich, president of the Free
Congress Foundation, “We have a tre-
mendous amount of anger and frus-
tration out there, and it has to be di-
rected properly orit will go to waste.

Former Secretary of Education
William Bennett, who signed on as
chairman of the NET board of direc-
tors in June and is a frequeni guest
on the shows, sees the network as re-
viving a “conversation between the
gavernors and the governed.”

To make the conversation easier to
follow, NET has broken its telecasts
down into four programs, each of
which airs once a month:

o Empowerment Qutreach Live,
which focuses on tax reform, com-
petitiveness, wasteful government
spending and legislative reform. A
recent guest was Sen. Bob Smith of
New Hampshire, who appeared on
the “action item" half of the show ©
push his debt reduction plan that
would allow taxpayers to earmark up
to 10 percent of their income tax each
year for debt reduction. Cohost Wey-
rich pitched in, asking viewers to call
their congressmen and urge support
for Smith’s bill.

€ Family Forum Live, focusing on
“traditional family values” — encom-
passing a wide variety of issues from
school cheice to abortion. During the
September episode Rep. Dana Rohr-
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abacher of California called for a
viewer boycott of Levi Strauss and
Wells Fargo, twe companies that re-
cently withdrew charitable support
of the Boy Scouts for refusing to em-
ploy homosexual scoutmasters.

© A Second Look Live, which offers
an outlet and support system for
black conservatives. The NET pro-
gram of which Weyrich is proudest,
A Second Look was born in the after-
math of the Clarence Thomas confir-
mation hearings last October Wey-
rich “felt that the coalition that had
been brought together during the
hearings shouldn't be allowed to dis-
solve,” says Phyllis Berry Myers, the
show's producer. With “action items”
such as a protest of Sister Souljah’s
appearance at Black Expe "92 in Indi-
anapolis and support for the boycott
of Time Warner in response toIce-T's
song “Cop Killer” Myers wants her
audience to take a second look at “the
line of thinking the black community
has been told is in our best interests,
when in fact it is not." She describes
the response as “overwhelming”
Weyrich has tentative plans to starta
similar telecast for Mexican-Amer-
icans next year.

# Campus Connection Live, de-
buting Oct. 8, will concentrate on con-
cerns such as the effect of the “isms”
(multiculturalism, feminism, envi-
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ronmentalism) on higher education.
Praoducer Molly Baldwin, only a year
out of Boston College, hopes the show
will offer the same sense of camara-
derie to campus conservatives that
Second Look offers black conserva-
tives. “Every campus has students
and professors whao don't go along
with the polfitically correct agenda
that is being pushed on them and
will suffer socially
and academically
if they are out-
spoken about their
beliefs,” Baldwin
says. Ten campus
outlets have been
lined up for this
academic year, in-
cluding ones at
the University of
Maine, Pennsylva-
nia State Univer-
sity and Pepperdine University.
Though word of NET and its pro-
grams hasn't spread far beyond the
ears of its participants, there have
been flashes of potency of the sort
Weyrich is looking for. A few days
after a Family Forum Live show in
February that saw guest Constance
Horner, director of presidential per-
sonnel, endure a barrage of caller
complaints about the National En-
dowment for the Arts and its contro-

versial grants, President Bush fired
NEA Chairman John Frohnmayer
Though NET staffers play down the
network’s role in the dismissal, at the
time White House officials suggested
that Horner and her appearance on
the show were crucial to the pres-
ident’s acticn.

The network’s part in a July 1991
decision by Secretary of Health and
Human Services Louis Sullivan to
cancel an $18 million sex survey
of American teens is more obvious.
Appearing on NET, Sullivan was
shocked when Bob Baldwin, presi-
dent of the Michigan Association of
Christian Schools, confronted him
with the HHS survey, which would
have asked more than 20,000 junior
high school and high scheol students
about their sexual experiences. Sulli-
van had been unaware of the survey;
within two days it was canceled.

It also appears that NET had a
behind-the-scenes rule in the Clar-
ence Thomas/Auita Hill melodrama.
Though he will not divulge names,
Weyrich says NET was directly re-
sponsible for the pro-Thomas votes of
senators from iwo Western states.
“We flooded their offices with over
2,000 phone calls in two days,”hie says.
“One of them met with our affiliate in
his state and asked, ‘What do I have to
do to call off the dogs?' " The answer
was obvious: Vote for confirmation.
in a rare public appearance, Thom-
as went on Second Look Live in July
to thank the network for its sup-
port.

Secretary of Education Alexander
has adapted the idea of satellite net-
working for his department’s Amer-
ica 2000 project —
a program foster-
ing innovation in
public school or-
ganization. “I was
looking for a way
o give more con-
sistent suppori to
ali the communi-
ties trying to
change their
schools,” says
Alexander, who
has appeared on NET five times.
“When Paul invited me to be a part of
his network, his idea rang a bell, and
I thought to myself, ‘Maybe we ought
to take a closer look at this' ” There
have been four America 2000 Satellite
Town Meetings, reaching almost
1,000 communities.

Satisfied that it has a successful
format, NET has moved to widen its
influence. On Sept. 15, Wisconsin
Empowerment Neiwork Television

Insight <« 15




made its debut from a public televi-
sion studio in Madison, With 19 re-
mote locations across the siate where
viewers can receive ihe signal,
WENT functions in much the same
fashion as the national show, except
the celebrity guests and action items
center on statewide issues.

“WENT is [an important] step for-
ward,” says Michael Schwartz, who
frequently cohosts the natienal pro-
gram with Weyrich. Schwartz sees
the move to state and local issues as
a natural next step for NET. “More of
the government policy that actually
affects the day-to-day lives of real
people takes place on a state level
than on a nationat level”

NET wheeled in the big guns for
the inaugural WENT broadcast. Both
Weyrich and Bennett spent the night
in Madison, appearing on the Jocal
show and a national one that followed.
They also used the occasion to honor
Wisconsin Gov. Tommy Thompsen,
somewhat of a cult hero among con-
servatives for his successful welfare
reform and school choice initiatives.

The Wisconsin show, too, had its
“action items": There was a pitch
from Partners Advancing Values in
Education, a privately funded Mil-
waukee group that promotes school
choice by providing vouchers to poor
students for private school tuition.
aAnd James Silver of the Wisconsin
Association of Non Public Schools
touted a bill that would provide tax
credits to parents who want to send
their children to private school.

Weyrich sees the national pro-
gramming, which follows the Wiscon-
sin show, as a “tremendous drawing
card” for this and future state sys-
tems. With the lure of celebrities in
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in Wisconsin, WENT fouawshe national model but focuses on state issues.

the second hour, more people will
show up for the first hovr of state
issues. Steve Knutson, who coordi-
nates the La Crosse affiliate of WENT,
says the group of a dozen_curious
souls who gathered at Western Wis-
consin Technical College to watch the
first broadcast were “especially at-
tracted to the idea that you had these
high-profile political folks who you
could just pick up the phone and have
direct access to.”

city Republican Party official,
| Knutson also sees WENT as a
A public relations coup. Because
the program offers “people a chance
to feel more politically involved,”
Knutson thinks WENT will help him
organize people who would atherwise
be apathetic. “Thisis geing tobring a
lot of people” into the Republican
fold, he predicts.

Weyrich, hawever, believes the po-
tential impact of NET is fess immedi-
ately partisan. While he suspects in-
terest in NET has been spurred by
the unhappiness in conservative cir-
cles with George Bush, he points out
that one of the goals of his groupisto
wean the electorate from the nation
that political activism begins and
ends with voting for a president. “We
want to convince [the voters] that
they need te be active in the long
term, not just for two months every
four years,” he says. “If we can take
this far enough, then it won't matter
who is in power”

Bennett alse believes the fact that
“conservatives are very upset with
the Bush administration” is at least
partially responsible for NET's quick
start, but he adds to the equation “a
genera! discontent with Congress”

and public reaction to a “crisis in the
SOC'IEEI and moral values in our coun-

Both Weyrich and Bennett take
care to speak of potential rather than
achievement, noting that NET is still
in its infancy. “We have potentially a
very powerful instrument for re-
form.” says Bennett, “but its contin-
ued success is not inevitable” The
Sullivan and Thomas examples aside,
NET is niot yet a prime-time player in
the Washington influence game. Sen.
Larry Craig of Idahe, who has ap-
peared on the network twice, says “it
is going to take some time” before the
mention of NET throws fear into the
hearts of his colleagues.

But the exploding technology of
satellite communications, which
should see smaller and cheaper
dishes, promises wider availability.
Expansion will bring higher costs;
each new viewing site carries a
$2,500 price tag for NET, and the net-
work’s $2.1 million annual budget is
projected to double by 1997. While
the bulk of NET's startup expenses
have been covered by a Free Con-
gress Foundation special projects
fund and private donstions, Weyrich
hopes an advertising campaign that's
in the works will drum up additionat
support.

Assuming success in that area,
NET is planning for a future that
would include affiliates in all 435 con- |
gressional districts, remote and over-
seas broadcasts, NET news and
debate programs, and movement into
the cable market. There is also op-
timism regarding further activities
in the states, with Georgia poised to
foilow Wisconsin as the next state af-
filiate.

Brown of the Parabolic Party
streiches the possibiliies beyond
even those that Weyrich is consider-
ing. The party platform’s major plank
calls for a telecommunications sys-
tem that would let congressmen in-
teract through satellite linkups from
their home districts, putting them
closer to their constituents and far-
ther from Capitol Hill's lobbyists and
special interest groups.

Unfortunately for satellite enthu-
siasts, the fact that NET has not in-
spired any imitation networks (ex-
cept for Alexander's educatiodal
spinoff) belies any visions of a dis-
persed Congress. Weyrich, for one,
would welcome the challenge of com-
petition — even from the liberal side
of the fence. “The more people in-
voived in the discussion, the better,”
he says. “That's the whole point of
what we are trving to accomplish.” @
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BY DAVID GERGEN

The dawn of satellite politics

i { you were just zapping through regular television
{ fare last Wednesday night, you would never have
seen it. But if you had special equipment—a dish
equipped to receive Ku-band transmissions, pointed 99
degrees west, aimed at SBS 6, Transponder 15--you
would have witnessed semething truly different: the cre-
ation of a new politics in America.

For 20 years, Paul Weyrich has served as a spark plug for
conservative activists in Washington, D.C., drawing them
together on a regular basis to plot strategy. A year ago, he
decided to take his meetings out of the back room and into
grass-foots America. The result
is “National Empowerment
Television,” a pioneering at-
temgt te link high technology
with a growing hunger among
people outside Washington to
seize contro! again.

‘Through a series of televised
programs, NET has already be-
come a potent new force, and if
you saw it in action last week,
you could easily see why. The
show was staged in a row house
in northeast Washington, home
of the Free Congress Founda-
tion, which Weyrich heads. By
satellite, it was beamed into 65
communities, where groups of
40 to 150 local conservatives—
about 40 percent of them Demi-

ocratic —gathered before spe- pnwe. Alaar. Weyn‘c and Schwartz

‘Weyrich decided lo take his
meetings out of the back room
and into grass-roots America.’

cially equipped TV sets.
Through an B00 telephone
number, each group could call
in and talk live with Weyrich,
show co-host Michael Schwartz
and guests.

For half an hour, social activ-

ists lined up to iel) the audience .

how to help in antacking “hot”,
issues. Abortion opponent Palsicia Bainbridge, for exam-
ple, urged viewers to step up a boycott of companies giving
funds to Planned Parenthood, “the largest single provider
of abortions.” Her attacks would infuriate liberals, but what
she wants is results, and she’s getting them: She says 22 big
companies, including AT&T, have cut off contributions.

Populist technology. The evening's piéce de résistance was
Education Secretary Lamar Alexander, who spent 45 min-
utes fielding questions and listening to complaints about
the country’s schools and morals. Ever sensitive ta populist
politics —he may be in the thick of the 1996 presidential
coniest — Alexander was making his third appearance on
NET. So fascinated has he been that he is trying to set up
his own separate network tying together communities
pledged to the administration’s education reforms.

How strong is National Empowerment Television?
Powerful enough that a parade of cabinet officers and

senators has guietly trekked before cameras; Dick Che-
ney is due in May, and Richard Nixon has agreed to come
later. “There is a real, perceptible impact in the White
House apd on Capitol Hill when they focus on an issue,”
says a Bush adviser, who adds that anger expressed by
participants in a show earlier this year was a major spur in
the president’s decision to fire John Frohnmayer, chief of
the National Endowment for the Arts.

The headiest moment for NET, says Weyrich, was the
Supreme Court confirmation of Clarence Thomas. For
montks, participants in his teleconferences worked to
help Thomas. Then, at a crucial
moment, people in Western
states collared two wavering
Democrats, verbally beating up
one of them. “We got both
votes,” Weyrich is convinced.
So, apparently, is Thomas. The
new justice has turned down all
requests for speeches and inter-
views, but he has made one ex-
ception: an appearance on
NET to thank the participants.

Weyrich now broadcasts three
shows a month and is building
rapidly. The biggest is for social
conservatives, another for eco-
nomic conservatives, the lat-
est—and most intriguing—for
blacks. Energized by the Thom-
as fight, biack groups in 12 cities
now talk about ways of preserv-
ing families and neighbcrhoods.
“They don't want to be quiet
anymore,” exults Phyllis Berry
Myers, recruited to put together
the program after her testimony
on behalf of Thomas.

America won't be quiet any-
more, either. Interactive televi-
sion is not a new technology;
corporations like Wal-Mart and J. C. Penney as well as TV
call-in hosts have used it for several years. But Weyrich &
Ca. are the first to put its magic behind a political move-
ment. While many will strenuously object to its agenda,
National Empowerment Television actually accomplishes
something deeper that is altogether healthy: It is recon-
necting citizens to each other and to their leaders.

There is a lesson here for left as well as right, Bring
together groups of angry Americans, let them talk directly
10 their public servants, let them share ideas with each
other—and soon the discontent so pervasive in the lapd
can turn into direct political action. In an earlier age, a
James Madison would have worried about the prospects
of mob rule, but in today’s fragmented and fractious pofi-
tics, there is much to be said for building new cealitions
and a new sense of community. Can it be long before
Common Cause has a channel, too?

MR HARSTY — USuEnR
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:'_ Paul M. Weyrich

When 1 came to Washington in 1966 1

- assumed that conservative leaders inside

~ and outside of Congress mer together

“*‘on 2 regular basis to strategize on
“important upcoming picces of legisla-

2" tion. 1 was sadly mistaken thar by and

.- large this was not the case.

: In 1969 while 1 was working for Sena-

. tor Gardan Allott of Colorado, } had
the opportunity of going to a meeting
on civil rights issues. At that meeting |
leamed how the liberal opposition oper-
ated. They had the aides to all the
Senators there, and chey had the
authority to commit their bosses to
specific strategies. They had the repre-
sentatives of foundations, which could
supply data on this or that. They had a
legal group. They had outside lobbying
groups, and they could say, “We need
some pressure when we get down the
line, and if chey come up with this
amendment, we want the whole coun-
11y 2lerted” And they had a couple of
columnists who said, *I can write some-
thing, just give me the timing of it” Ar
this meeting I leamed the essential ele-
ments necessary to orchestrate a suc-
cessful legisfative battle. From that time
onward ] was determined to duplicate
thar effort on the right in Washington
DC

In the 1970, we conservatives set out
to match the highly effective struccures
of the liberals. We get up conservative

think tanks such as the Heritage
Foundation and the Free Congress
Foundation which provided issue bulle-
tins on foreign, economic, and social
policy to members of Congress who till
this point had primarily relied on the
public policy papers of The Brookings
Institute, a liberal chink tank. This was
an important development in helping
conservative leaders shape the policy
agenda.

During the 1970's we conservatives also
recognized the success of the liberal’s
informal group, Democratic Study
Group. The DSG was formed by liberal
members of Congress in the 1950 to
get their members to paol resources to
create a permanent staff to concemumie
on critical legislative policy formula-
tions. This proved to be an effective ve-
hicle for iiberal members of the House.
It also was a central unifying unit for
the left. This being the case, in the
early 1970's conservatives established
the Republican Study Committee for
House conservative members and the
Senate Steering Commitree for conser-
vative Senate members.

Along with the creation of the “inside”
conservative structures in the US,
House of Representatives and the
Senate, during the decade of the late
70's there was an emergence of numer-
ous “outside” conservative groups work-
ing on various defense, economic, and
social issues. We began to hold owr first
coalition meetings in 1972, The meet-
ings were otiginally run ad hoc and
then backed by the Free Congress Pac.

1n 1977 we decided the time was ripe
to form a specific organization that
would function as the place where “in-
side” members of Congress and their
staff along with the “outside” groups
could meet on a regular basis to strate-
gize on imporrant legislation, nomina-
rions, and public policy matters. That
organization was Coalitions for
America,

Gt M. by

Paul Weyrich and Coalitions for America participants meet with former Presiden:

Ronald Reagan.




Coalitions tor
America

Teday Coalitions for America has grown
into a broad-based organization com-
prised of over 300 different business,
defense and social issues groups. ¢ is
one of the primary meeting places in
Washington D.C. where the nation's
leaders come to call upon groups to get
action taken on legislation, nomina-
tions and confirmations, or other public
policy matters. The regular meetings of
the groups feature speakers from the
President’s Cabinet, high Administra-
tion officials, members of Congress and
leading public figures.

What makes Coalitions for America es-
pecially atrractive to Washingtan's jead-
ers is the distinctive format of the
meetings. For each meeting a timely ar-
ray of speakers is prepared for an action
packed agenda. There is a set procedure
that each meeting follows so that the
maximum amount of action is commit-
ted to by the members. The speakers
themselves, Senators, Congressmen, Ad-
tninistration officials and coalition
members come prepared to talk briefly
gbout their issues. Then they take ques-
tions from the coalition groups at the
meeting. Once the questions are an-
swered, the speaker presents a specific
strategic action plan on their issues 1o
the participating groups attending the
meeting. At this point the Chairman of
the meeting asks che participating
groups for volunteers on the speakers re-
quest for action. No one is compelled
to volunteer s¢ each organization can
maiptain its freedom and integrity to
sct when it wants to. Ordinarily, each
agenda item requires no mor: than 10
minutes, which means the meetings
move along swiftly. The group par-
ticipants who make the pledge to work
on specific action requested by the
speakers at the meetings are expected to
keep their commitments to do so. The
action pledges of individuals are re-
corded duting the meeting. At the next
subsequent meeting, the Chairman
checks with the individuals to see if
they have fulfilled their action item
responsibilities. Regular attendance by
the participating organization's decision
makers is required at the meetings. This

gives the meetings continuity and the
necessary people there who can commit
their organizations to take specific
action.

The Coalitions for America meeting
format is successful and useful to all
concerned. The meetings are off the
record which means the speakers on the
agenda can feel they can be totally can-
did in their approach to the group. The
speakers themselves find the meeting
useful because they know the group will
take specific action with their particular
legislative agenda. The paricipating
groups in tutn feel they are able to
have impace with Congressional and
Administration figures. The group also
benefits because with a regular schedule
of meetings each and every member has
the opportunity at some point ta
presene their agenda to the group for
action. Every participating oganization
is expected g0 accept some action
items, t0 make a2 commitment to carry
out some specific action o advance
some agenda issue. By member organiza-
tions helping each other on the differ-
ing agendas, the individual groups
benefit by being 2 part of a coalition.
In addition to the knowledge that each
participating organization wili have the
opportunity of getting action on their
own agenda, the group itself feels a
sense of accomplishment with the
meeting in advancing an overall
agenda.

The coalition meeting action to be
taken from specific agenda requests can

be as varied as personally fobbying of
Congressmen on Capitol Hill, meeting
with the White House, mativating
thousands of grass roots supporters o
call and write their representative or ac-
tively writing articles in the media and
newslercers, Coalitions for America
stands ready to take responsible action
as issues arise. Additionally, Coalitions
serves as an educational function,
providing a forum for leaders 10 meer
regularly and share ideas.

Coalitions for America is a growing dy-
namic organization with an ever in-
creasing number of coalition groups and
meetings, There are now over 30 regu-
lar different ongoing meetings a month.
The coalition meetings include King-
sten (ecsnomic and institutional issues),
Library Court (social issues), Stanton
(defense and foreign policy), Resistance
Support Alliance (freedom fighter poli-
cy), The James Monroe Working Gioup
{South. American foreign policy), The
‘Wednesday Lunch (trategy group of
conservative leaders inside and outside
of Coungress), 721 Group {udicial and
legal policy), The Gmega Alliance
{young activist coalition), The Siena
Group for Catholic Policy and the Jew-
ish/Conservative Alliance. With a grow-
ing diversity of coalition groups and
meetings, Coalitions for America will
be having more impact on the
Washington legislative scene for years
to come.

Coalitions for America meets with Vice President Dan Quavle and Lee
Atwater, Chairman of the Republican National Committee.
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The Kingston Group @

The oldest of the coalitions, Kingston
brings together representatives of a
broad range of corporations, trade as-
sociations, small business, conservative
and single-issue groups on a weekly
basis. Although it began with a small
number of conservative activists in
1972, it has grown since that time and
now includes more than 40 organiza-
tions, all dedicated to the ideals of
limited government and free enterprise.
_The Kingston meeting was the first
Lipriginal meeting where economic,
defense, and social groups met. King-
ston has been the successful protorype
£ for other successful coalition meetings.
‘During the end of the decade of the
= §870% two new coalition groups
= amerged. The social issues groups
;% formied 2 separate coalition meeting en-

« titled Library Court and the defense L B e e s
= and foreign policy groups developed a Richard Rahn, Chief Economist of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, speaks at the Kingsmn
meeting.
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= coalition meeting entitled Stanton.

=

*‘Coalitions for America with
its supporting groups has been
a highly effective force for
achieving limited government
pro-market, pro-opportunity
and pro-growth economic

po * '!’

Richard Rahn

Chief Economist

U.S. Chamber of Commerce

Scmtor Harry Rl:ld (D. Nevada) is the feature speaker at the Kingston meeting




Today the focus of the Kingston meet-
ing is domestic economic policy and in-
stitutional issues. The group meets
every Friday. In the near future the
Kingston Group will be involved with
budget reform, tax policy, trade policy,
labor policy and regulatory issues. The
Kingston Group will also be looking at
congressional reform of the institutional
abuses.

Senator Pete Domenici (R, New Mexico)

makes & point at the Kingston meeting.

Jack Kemp, Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, addresses participants at the
Kingston meeting.

Senator Phil Gramm (R, Texas) at Coalitions for America meeting.




| Ihe Library Court
Group @

Formed in 1979, this coalition seeks to
coordinate the activities of the growing .
number of organizations concerned with
family and social issues.

More than 50 separate entities now par-
ticipate regularly in the Library Court
Coalition, which meets every other
week on Thursday moming. The aim is
to work to protect the family and to
promote social policies which support
traditional values, such as the work
_ethic and a sense of individual responsi-
“bility.

“Caoalitions for America is
more effective than just about
any other group in
Washington.”’

William Kristol

Assistant to the Vice President
for Domestic Policy

o’ 4L
(R, Minnesota).

\

Library Court speakers Congressmen Henry Hyde (R, ilinois) and Vin Weber
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The Library Court Group is concemed
with child care issues, drug policy, edu-
cation, health care issues, and other im-
portant cultural issues affecting the
nation. With mounting pressures in our
society, the survivability of the Ameri-
can family is essential if we are to
maintain our standard of civilization as
we know it. The Library Court Group
will be at the forefront in meeting the
challenges facing today’s family.

p et

George Bush, Jr. addresses the Library Court Group as Kimberly Roberts, Director of
Coalitions for America, and Paul Weyrich look on.
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Kay James, Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs Department of Health and
Human Services designate, meets with Paul Weyrich and Gary Bauer at the

Library Court meeting.

g e O B3 .6 & g
Senator John Danforth (R, Missouri) speaks at the
Library Court meeting.
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The Stanton Group &

The Stanton Group concentrates on is-
sues telated to national defense and for-
cign policy. This coalition of 65 defense
and foreign policy organizations is the
standard against which all other coali-
tions meetings are judged. We have a
standing room only crowd at virtually
every meeting and have 2 hard time
keeping up with the number of requests
ta come and address the group. More
importantly, however, we always empha-
size action.

Thc Stanton Group is involved in ef-
“forts to procure funding for the space
“hased antisatellite defense system and

"_other critical defense systems.

“Stanton also directs major efforts toward

“forging a strong anti-communist foreign B _vf- el A
“:policy. The need to support the nations  ygneg Savimbi, leader of the UNITA freedom fighten in Angola, meets with Paul Weyrich
threatened by Soviet aggression has at o apecial Stanton Group meeting.

-been foscefully set forward by Stanton.

Ed Derwinski, Secretary of Veterans Affairs,
ficlds a question at the Stanton Group.

s

Robert Gates, Deputy Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs, speaks before
the Stanton Group.

D . ~_ X S

Senator Malcolm Wallop (R, Wyoming)
speaks at the Suanton Group meeting.
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The Resistance Support Alliance was
founded in 1987 with the primary focus
to be the advancement of the cause of
freedom fighter movements which are
struggling against communist regimes
around che world.

The Resistance Support Alliance (RSA)
position is that America should have a
uniform policy of aid to all freedom
fighters in all parts of the world. In
that regard, RSA has taken the major
_ initiative to have the Freedom Fighter
Assistance Act introduced in the
United States Senate and House of

Representatives whick would give aid to
-+ freedom fighter movements in countries
" of Asia, Africa and Central America.

While the Resistance Support Alliance
provides support for resistance move-
ments across the globe, a whole new
dimension has been provided to the
RSA coalition with the addition of the
Liberation Support Alliance. Liberation
Support Alliance seeks to liberate peo-
ples in Central and Eastern Eurpoean
nations who have suffered under Soviet
Communist domination since World
War 11.

Resistance Support Alliance now has
an outreach to over 110 groups nation-
wide who all have the common gosl of
having freedom in all nations of the

-
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Senztor Minority Leader, Robert Dole (R, Kansas), Senator Steve Symms (R, Idaho), former

Senator Paul Trible (R, Virginia) and Senator Strom Thurmond (R, 8. Carolina) introduce

the Freedom Fighter Assistance Act

v e LR 2] -

Laszlo Pasztor, National President of the
Liberation Suppart Alliance.

“Quer the past few years
Coalitions for America, the
coordinator of conservative
groups, has been instrumental
in helping pass the President’s
tax cut program and has been
helpful to all of us in
Congress who are taking
action to reduce budget
deficits.”’

Robert Dole
Senate Minority Leader
(R, Kansas)
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The James Monroe Group on the
American Democracies is an action-
oriented coalition working together to
increase and strengthen democracy and
economic freedom in the Western

Hemisphere.

Begun in 1988 the James Monroe
Group is named for the fifth President
of the United States, who first enun-
ciated what came to be called “the
Monroe Doctring” which sought protec-
tion for democracies in the western
‘hemisphere.

In assessing the democracies of the
“western hemisphere, the James Monroe
Group considers whether a country has
“a free market cconomy; whether its
“citizens may participare freely, as candi-
i dates or vorers, in free and open elec-
tions, and whether they enjoy
~-eonstitutionally protected rights of in-
- dividuzl liberty, such as the freedom of
speech, the press, assembly, property,
“worship and the ownership of property
~without government intervention or
confiscatory taxation.

Objectives of the James Menroe Group

are:

® to study and assess the democracies
of the westem hemisphere, particular-
ly those in South America, to deter-
mine whether their people are truly
free constitutionally and econom-
ically.

® to develop and carry out strategies
for enhancing and strengthening
democracy in the hemisphere.

® o develop working relationships with
democrats in other countries of the
hemisphere assisting them in further-
ing democratic aims.

Juan Sosa, Ambassador to the Uriizd States from Panama, with William Kling and
Mario Navarro da Costa, convenots of the James Monroe Group.

“Codlitions for America is an
outstanding group working to
preserve the free enterprise
system, limited government,
strong national defense, and
graditional vaiues.”

Phil Gramm
United States Senator (R, Texas)
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Every Wednesday at noon, Coalitions
for America sponsors the weekly conser-
vative strategy [uncheon with leaders
from the House of Representatives, the
White House and the conservative
movement. The meeting, co-chaired by
Burt Pines of the Heritage Foundation
and Paul Weyrich of Coalitions for
America, is held at our offices, at 721
Second Street NE, Washington D.C.

Members of the House leadership,
staffers from the White House and key
business representatives are in regular
attendance. Some of the most creative
challenges to the liberal welfare state
have come from this meeting.

Topics at the lunch vary from week to
week, but we keep it on curtent events.
What makes the Wednesday strategy
Junch so unique is having 30 leaders,”
with their own pamticular expertise in-
side and outside of govemment coming
together each week to discuss strategy
on the issues of the day and then each
individual agrees to take action on
legislation, personnel decisions and
public policy issues as they arise. Hav-
ing a relatively small group with a
diversity of backgrounds and responsibil-
ities makes for an effective chemistry in
moving the political landscape in
Washington.

“The Wednesday strategy
lunch is the most important
two hours I spend every
week.”’

Neut Gingrich

House Minority Whip

(R, Georgia)

John Sununu (center), Chief of Staff 1o President Grotge Bush, meets with the Wednesday
Lunch Group at the Coalitions for Ameriza offices.

A é

Gk

New: Gingrich (right), House Minority Whip (R, Georgia), Burt Pines of the Heritage
Foundation {center) and James Pinkerton, Deputy Assistant to the President for Policy
Planning, discuss strategy at the Wednesday Lunch.
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The 721 Group

Formed in 1983, the 721 Group is a
coalition of conservative legal organiza-
tions and law enforcement groups who
meet regularly to plan legislative strate-
gy on criminal justice issues, judicial
nominations and broad questions of ju-
dicial reform. The group observes de-
velopments in the Department of
Justice and other litigation arms of the
federal government and makes recom-
~ mendations for personnel and public
~ policy. This group was the principal
outside operation for the passage of the
~Criminal Code Reform Act of 1984.

White House Counsel C. Boyden Gray
znd Arrorney General Richard
.. Thormburgh (and their top aides) have
mer ragularly with members of the 721
~Group on issues of judicial selection,
- personnel and other matters of mutual
concem.

. In the coming years, Supreme Courr
 nominations and other judicial appoint-
" ments will be a major focus for the 721
Group.

The Omega Alliance

i Founded in January 1988, the Omega
Alliance is a coalition of young conser-
vative activists who work for different
government agencies, professional of-
ganizations and congressional offices.
The main purpose of the group is to
unite these young people into an effec-
tive working coalition to take action on
public policy issues, both domestic snd
{oreign. A secondary purpose of the
Omega Alliance is to provide a forum
in which information on upcoming
events and activities can be shared with
other sctivists.

In fulfilling these purposes, the Omega
Alliance serves a unique part of the
conservative movement. Washington
has long attracted young people—
college students and recent graduates—
who travel to the nation’s capitol to be-
come involved in the process of govern-
menet, whether working on the “inside”

Pat McGuigan, Chairman of the 7

Paul Weyrich, National Chairman of Cozlitions for America (left),

Pat McGuigan, Chairman of the 721 Group (right) meet with Attorney
Genera! Richard Thornburgh (center). They are joined by Murray
Dickman, Special Assistant to the Attorney General (far right)

in one of many congressional offices
and government agencies or on the
“outside” as members of lobbying groups
or other associations.

Though the Omega Altiance has been
active fot a shotter time than the
others, it already has a solid record of
achievement in uniting young conserva-
tives to take action on critical public
policy issues. In recent months, the
Omega Alliance oganized a demonstra-
tion at the Ethiopian Embassy in
Washington to protest the Marxist
government’s policies which have led to
the starvation of its oun people. Con-
gressman Toby Roth of Wisconsin spoke
at the protest, introducing a resolution
in Congress condemning the Ethiopian
government's human rights violations.

i

In all of its activities the Omega Alli-

ance seeks to tap into the energy and

resourcefulness that young leaders have

to offer. When working together they
are empowered to make a difference.

(iR VB0 W ! s

Congressman Toby Roth (R, Wisconsin)
speaks in front of the Ethiopian Embassy.




The Siena Group for
Catholic Policy

Established in April 1988, The Siena
Group for Catholic Policy is the newest
member of Coalitions for America. The
Siena Group is a coalition of approxi-
mately forry Catholic organizations,
publications and institutions, all sharing
a generally conservative viewpoint.
These groups work together to deal
with issues of how the Church affects
public policy.

Historically, the Catholic Church in
the United States has been an influen-
tial force in favor of traditional values
on social and cultural issues and on
questions of national defense and anti-
communism. Over the past generation,
however, raost official Catholic agencies
have 5.ome dominated by leftist ele-
menrs, with atracks on our free enter-
prise system and the promotion of the
nuclear freeze movement. The Catholic
people, on the other hand, are quite
diverse in their views and there remains
a strong conservative Cathalic element.
The organizations which participate in
the Siena Group find their constituen-
cies among these conservative

Catholics.

The Jewish/

Conservative Alliance

Formed in the 1980's the Jewish/Con-
servative Alliance seeks to identify
areas of agreement between Jewish and
conservative organizations. The leaders
of both groups get together periodically
to share better understandings of each
others’ perspectives on issues. One com-
mon interest of the Jewish/Conservative
Alliance is the human rights policies of
totalitarian regimes throughout the
world.

with George Bush.

The Siena Group is less than a year
old, but it is already playing a key role
in the formation of a genuine move-
ment of conservative Catholics. One
project underway, aimed at overcoming
the logistical problems of building a
working relationship among organiza-
tions scattered across every part of the
country is the linking of Siena Group
participants inte 2 computer communi-
cations network.

12

Michael Schwarty, Chairman of the Siena Group, meets

“Codlitions for America ts a
group 1 go to when 1 want to
take action on legislation. |
value their input.”

Congressman Ralph Hall
(D, Texas)
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Paul M. Weyrich
;Paul M. Weyrich is a writer, public
- :policy specialist and political activist

~:who has been on the Washington scene
" for nearly 20 years.

He is National Chaitman of CTaalitions
for America, which Srings together
* “more than 300 pro-ree enicrprise, pro-
. defense and pro-family groups, organized
==, into several different coalition groups,
=* which meet on a regular orpanized basis
" to work on common legislative strate-
- gics. Senate Minority Leader Bob Dole
! has called Weyrich “the key conserva-
tive in Washington for bringing
together groups to accomplish our

« He also serves as President and Chief

" Executive Officer of the Free Congress
Research and Education Foundation
whose staff members and resident schol-
ars produce tmore than 150 books,
monographs, policy bulletins and news-
letters per year on political mrends, judi-
cial reform and family issues. In
addition, the Free Congress Foundation
sponsors training and educational con-
ferences in a variaty of fields ranging
from the social sciences to grass toots
politics.

Weyrich also serves as National Chair-
; man of the Free Congress PAC (former-
ly the Commirtee for the Survival of a
Free Congress). The Free Congress PAC
teaches conservatives of both parties
how to build precinct organizations and
how to network with conservative and
values criented groups.

o—

In addirion, Weyrich serves as senior
editor of Canservative Digest and writes
a regular think piece for each issue of
the magazine. His op-ed pieces fre-
quently appear in leading newspapers
throughout the nation.

Besides these responsibilities, Weyrich is
Chairman of the Board of the Ameri-
can Society of Local Officials, Vice
Chairman of the Commirtee for Effec-
tive State Government and Treasurer of
the Counci) for National Policy. He is
also on the Board of Directors of
WEEI, the all news radio station in
Boston, Massachusetts.

In early 1985, Transportation Secretary
Elizabeth Dole asked Weyrich to serve
as Chairman of the Dulles Access Task
Force, a committee which has now
recommended a light rail system be-
tween the Washington subway system
and the airport. He continues to serve
as Chairman of that transportation
group, as well as being 2 member of the
Section 15 Advisory panel of the
Urban Mass Transportation Administra-
tion. In 1987 Transportation Secretary
Dole named Paul Weyrich as a member
of the Board of Directors of the
National Railroad Passenger Corpora-
tion (Amrtrak). Weyrich has a long
background in transit writing and at
one time did transportation work in the
United States Senate.

Weyrich was the founder and first Presi-
dent of the Heritage Foundation, a
major public policy research institution
in Washington. He worked on the for-
mation of the Republican Study Com-
mittee and the Senate Steering
Committee in the eatly 1970%. Both are
cautuses of conservative Republican leg-
istators in the Congress. He has been
active in the formation and training of
various components of the Religious
Right, and currently advises a number
of religious right figures.

He served on the US. Senate staff for
11 years for Senator Gordon Allott, the
Chairman of the GOP Conference.

Prior 1o coming to Washington, Wey-
rich was 2 broadcast and print media
journalist for seven years in Wisconsin
and Colorado, including the Milwauhee
Senuinel, for which Weyrich served as
city hall repotter. He was 2 political
reporter for the CBSTV affiliate in Mil-
waukee and was also news director of a
Denver radio station. Weytich, a native
of Racine, Wisconsin where he attend-
ed the University of Wisconsin, is a
Greek Catholic, has been matried to
the former Jevce Smigun for 25 years
and is the father of five children.

Eric Liche

o

» FEric Licht is President of Coalitions for
America, formerly Vice President for
Development of the Free Congress
Foundation, the Vice President for
QOperations and ¢o-author of Ethnic
Voters and Narional Issues, a study
released by the Foundation in 1982. He
graduated from Hillsdale College in
1974 and has an M.A. in History from
Michigan Srate University.
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WHAT IS LIBR
COURT LIVE?

7 LIBRARY COURT LIVE is a satwllite TV program , . °
™~ that is today’s voice of the pro-family movement. A 3
tb.
A

voice that reaffirms the traditional values that have ... -
served our community well in the past. Valuesto .. ...
J%  which we must rededicate ourselves in order to -7
ensure our future. That s, 8 reverence for God and -
@ country; a belief that human life is sacred; 2~ ~.° *
commitment to strong families and comimunities; ~
respect for excellence in education and a belief that
hard work and sound preparation prepares an
e ae e s V..,
individual for success and economic independence. £

' HOW DOES IT WORK? A

1. On the third Tuesday evening of every month, % % %
_ LIBRARY COURT LIVE will be broadcast live' a5
o from Washington via satellite to pro-family -
5 community groups throughout the United States.

|, 2. During the show, you can call in your comments> B
Zi | and questions to the guests on our toll frec pumber,

3. Participants on LIBRARY COURT LIVE
include Members of Congress, high ranking
government officials, key congressional staffers and
major opinion-makers. ,

HOW IS LIBRARY COURT LIVE
EENEFICIAL TO YOU?

1. The community leaders and activists who
participate in your coalition will become
Washington insiders, getting up-to-the-minute
information available nowhere else.

2. LIBRARY COURT LIVE connects your = ~° = *
grassroots organization to the Capitol. Activists, - ...
armed with timely. accurate information that we =~
fax to them have the clout that gets results. (The .0 .
successful fight to confirm Clarence Thomas to .
} the Supreme Court is 3 great example.} -+ - - .- -
3. LIBRARY COURT LIVE is a tool that will -
help your coalition grow and become more ~ =~ - -
professional. It will help build a strong network . -
within your community. . u.. U0

- — e

s 4. LIBRARY COURT LIVE is designed for - -

ACTION. Every program is aimed at prompting - = - .
specific action 1o further progress in the pro-family .
movement. e

5. It is an atractive fundraising project among your .
donors. R




1. On the third Tuesday evening of every month, %
LIBRARY COURT LIVE will b@roadcast live
from Washington via satellite to p®family
community groups throughout the United States.

. 2. During the show, you can call in your comments
and questions 1o the guests on our oll free number.

3. Participants on LIBRARY COURT LIVE
include Members of Congress, high ranking
government officials, key congressional staffers and
major opinion-makers.

HOW IS LIBRARY COURT LIVE
BENEFICIAL TO YOU? '

1. The community leaders and activists who - L
perticipate in your coalition will become - <7
Washington insiders, getting up-to-the-minute -~ v
information w-ailable nowhere else. B

2. LIBRARY COURT LIVE connects your
grassroots organization to the Capitol. Activists,
armed with timely, accurate information that we
fax to them havz the clont that gets results. (The
successful fight o confirm Claience Thomas w0
the Supreme Court is a great example.)

3. LIBRARY COURT LIVE is a tool that will
help your coalition grow and become more

professional. It will help build a strong network
within your community. '

4. LIBRARY COURT LIVE is designed for
ACTION. Every program is aimed at prompting
specific action to further progress in the pro-family
movement.

5. It is an attractive fundraising project among your
donors.

YES! We want to be a part of The LIBRARY COURT LIVE Network. I understand the
subscription fee will be $100.00 per month. Please contact us today! Our conlact person js:

NAME

ADDRESS

TELEPHONE: Day Evening

ORGANIZATION

send oo LIBRARY COURT LIVE
717 Second Street, N.E.
Washington. DC. 20002
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COURT LIVE?

1. Form Your Coalition. Invite the leaders in your community to R
participate in a strategy meeting one evening per month; the L
Third Tuesday of each month,

2. Locate a Suitable Meeting Place. It could be a church or an office, a
Christian radio station or even a private home. The only requirement is
that it have a satellite downlink. It must be KU-Band receivable.

We can heip you find the right spot. Just call us at (202) 546-3003.

3, Contribute a Monthly Participation Fee. This covers our cost of
transmitting LIBRARY COURT LIVE w you. As soon as you send your
initial payment, you will be on the LIBRARY COURT LIVE subscriber list.
Then we will contact you with details on how to receive the broadcast.

ACT TODAY! We need to hear from you immediately. - ..
Call today: (202) 546-3003 e
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/ A: ABsoluwly not. They never want tgsha
to talk about the remains of Americans. &g

Q: Do you believe normalization of relations with Vietnam would help or hurt

resolution of the issue? - o
A: It would be a death sentence for those Americans who are still fiving over

there. I'm for lifting the trade embargo after we get the prisoners out.

Q: There have been charges that groups such as yours are exploiting the
families of the missing men for financial gain. What is your response?

A: They are trying to paint all of us with the same brush. I have never taken
a salary, and we've had an audit every year we’ve been in operation. Every peany
we've taken in has been accounted for. I have never profited from this issue.

Q: Is there any truth to recent reports following the breakup of the Soviet
Union that American prisoners from World War II, Korea and Vietnam were taken
there and may still be there?
_ A: Yes. My navigator is among them. I've gotten information from three
::different sources, including two church groups, that he’s in a prison in
i Kazakhstan {a former Soviet republic that is now an independent country]. But
-he's been sealed off, and he’s got a Russian name, so even the officials there

--gren’t sure who be is.

|
i
|
| . @ Dooyou think the new administration will make any difference in resolving
. . the issue?

' =" A: Gov. [Bill] Clintox: bas a unique opportunity to set the record straight,

- 'but only if Senator Kerry doesn’t get to him first and convince him otherwise.

. Governor Clidion wasn't part of the problem; President Bush was.

== Q: What can Bill Clinton do that the past administrations haven’t done?

"% A: I'm proposing he appoint Ross Perot to head a commission to go to Vietnam
—and stay there until the issue is resolved. He should be able to negotiate and
§peak for the president and be able to lift the embargo in exchange for living
‘prisoners of war. It's a win-win situation for both sides.

>>>
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Copyright 1992 The Atlanta Constitution
The Atlanta Journal and Constitution

< November> 21, 1992

SECTION: LOCAL NEWS; Section B; Page 3 ’*

LENGTH: 182 words
HEADLINE: Men, women in uniform assured their vote counts

BYLINE: By Ron Martz STAFF WRITER )
KEYWORD: georgia; military; organizations; personalities

BODY:
It took six years in a North Vietnamese prisoner of war camp for former Navy

Capt, Eugene "Red" McDaniel to understand the value of an individual vote,

"I was 36 years old when I was shot down and had never voted, had never even
registered to vote, because I didn’t think my vote mattered,” said Mr. McDaniel.

Mr. McDaniel, who founded the non-profit < American Defense Foundation> of
Alexandria, Va., to increase public awareness of mifitary issues, now spends a
great deal of time trying to convince military personnel that their votes count.

This week Mr. McDaniel was in Georgia touring military facilities and talking
about Tuesday’s runoff election between Democratic Sen. Wyche Fowler Jr. and
Republican challenger Paul Coverdell. He visited soldiers Friday at Fort
McPRkerson in Atlanta.

There are about 61,000 military personne] stationed in Georgia who are
registered to vote in the state.




Mr. McDaniel said efforts like his org
military voter turnout from 49.7 percent¥a
63.5 percent in the 1988 election. '

ation’s have helped increase
e 1980 presidential election to
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Copyright 1992 The Atlanta Constitution
The Atlanta Journal and Constitution

< December> 1, 1992

SECTION: EDITORIAL; Section A; Page 12
LENGTH: 434 words
HEADLINE: <Georgia> GOP used Lee Atwater’s plan to win
- BYLINE: Dick Williams
" KEYWORD: politics; government; elections; conventions; leaders

=:BODY:

== AS Republicans gathered a week ago for the taut evening that became

. Sen.-clect Paul Coverdell’s victory celebration, some dramatic changes in the

.. state party were evident.

.. The crowd was younger, more joyful and far more representative of the state
= than in the past.

71 All around the ballroom at the Century Center Sheraton were young men and

“women who had wos campaigns. They were veterans of the county commission races,
=-legislative fights - and most of ali - the four winning congressional campaigns
#~for the Republicans this year.

= In that sense, it more resembled a Democratic gathering: seasoned
rofessionals talking shop.

Young campaign stratagists such as Mark Rountree, Rich Golick, Bob Varga and
“a quartet of coastal Georgians who helped elect Rep. Jack Kingston in the Ist
District seemed to know the meaning of each county tally.

The young activists from Gwinnett and Cobb and Clayton, North Fulton and
Fayette counties know the ins and outs of direct mail, of phone banks and cable
television buys.

They have learned from the more experienced professionals such as Cobb
County’s Jim Lovejoy and Jay Morgan, who has combined < Georgia> and Washington
service successfully. They have worked with the very young and self-effacing
David Shafer, executive director of the party.

Their idealism is tempered by experience. Along with solid candidates, the
young professionals are the chief reason <Georgia> Republicans made the greatest
gains in the South this year at every level,

Critical to their success were the coalitions. Another feature of Mr.

Coverdell’s victory celebration was the presence of many who once demonized him
in those unending intramural Republican fights in the 1980s. ,

They called the Coverdell faction the liberals. Some even called him a
baby-kitler. His supporters called them the fundamentalist Christians, the
forces of darkness.

Even though so many of the GOP operatives are quite young, & maturity is
evident. John Knox, the former Waycross mayor who lost to Mr. Coverdell in the
GOP primary, kept his organization together and did yeoman work for the new sepator.

The <National Right to Life> Committee supported Mr. Coverdell avidly, even
though he is pro-choice.

For all the punditry about the Christian right dooming the Republican Party,
the Coverdell election was exactly what the late Lee Atwater espoused for the
GOP: The Big Tent.

< Georgia> Republicans have been their party’s embarrassment for years. This
year they may have shown the national party how to pitch a ient that lasts.

Dick Williams’s column appears on Tuesday, Thursday and Saturday.
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V" ith the end of his Presidency
near, President Bush in De-
cember committed nearly
25,000 troops to the African country of
Somalia. Inan effort to ease humanitar-
izn suffering, these troeps were deployed
to protect relief efforts and facilitare the
distribution of food. Thus, with this
United Nations-saanctioned efort, a new
standard for the application of U.S. mili-
tary force was established.

The amival of U.S. Marines, afier a
two-year period in which the world
watched Somalia facdonalize and disin-
tegrate into complete anarchy and chaos,
lifted the hopes of Somalians and the
world cc inmunity. The Marines, it was
hoped, would restore order and some-
how bring a settlement that would lead
to lasting peace and stability. Yet more
than a menth into the mission and after
the first American fataliry, the political
reality of the move is setting in and it’s
apparent that Somalia’s problems are
unlikely to be resolved by the short-term
commitment of American forces.

As the US, is intervening on a hu-
manitarian basis in Somalia, the pressure
to take military action ~— peace enforce-

nes~tanons in Geneva fail.  President
Rill Cliiton and Les Aspin, the new
Secretary of Defense, have both indi-

cated their support forenforcng ano-fly
zone and taking more aggressive actions

against Serbia. President Clinton even
supports @ war crimes trial for Serbian
President Slobodan Milosevic.

And if the Bosnian situation is nor |

enough, Saddam Hussein is increasing
hisbelliperence. Itwasjust twoyearsago
thar the debate over the use of force
focused on Iraq’sinvasion of Kuwait and

what action the U.S. should take to
confront Saddam Hussein, Now Iragis

aggressively challenging U.N. weapons
inspection teams and the Westerm pow-
ers’ threat to enforce the no-fly zone
estblished over the southern portion of
Irag, as well as conducting raids into
Kuwait 10 recover Iragi military cquip-
ment surrendered after the GulfWar. At
the time this article went to press, the
U.S. used military airsoikes and craise
missile attacks -— sending a political mes-

ment— to halt the bloodshed in Bosnia-
Herzegovina is mounting, At thispoint, § violations of Gulf War cease-fire agree-
itseerns that the use of American military |

force in Bosnia is inevitable if the peace |

sage to Hussein — in response to these

ments.

In light of these recent events, the
debate over when, where and how (see
charr) the U.S. should vse military force
in the post-Cold War world has surged,
unexpectedly, to the forefront of issues
facing the new administration. Thegues-
tion at hand is; With the end of the Cold
War, what guidelines should be set and

i followed for future U.S. military inter-

vention?

The U.S. should carefully select —on
a case-by-case basis — when, where and
for what purposc it will use military force
in the furure. No action or inacton
should be allowed to establish a prece-
dent that confines or obligates future
actons. Just because U.S. forces were
deployed to Somalia for humanitarian
purposes shouldn’t automatically en-
tangle orobligate the U.S. toactin future
humanitarian crises. As President Bush
stated in his farewell address to West
Pointcadets, “The mere fact that America
is powerful enough to intervene in cxises
does not mean that it must.”

For US. lcaders and policymakers,
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Voter Eﬁbw In

This "past fall, ADI once again 90,000 military households in six

faunched its military states(ID,NC,OH,
voter program, “De- OR, SC, WI) re-
fend America: ceived the mailer.
VOTEP to increase Modtvational radio
voter participationin G@ ads were produced

and air-time was
purchased for the
U.S. Senate run-off
clection in Georgia
These ads aired in

the ¢lectoral process
by members of the
U.S. armed forces.
“Defend America:
VOTE" has mumed

, 3‘{: a{é.” i
Asmerica: VOTEP

out military votersin has turned out six different markets
every election cycle rmhcary voters in — Columbus, Sa-
since 1984 and has . vannah, Macon,
helped increase mili- every election q’dc Valdosta, Albany,
tary voter participa- since 1984 and has and Hinesville —
tion from 49.7% in - where concentra-
1980 to 63.5% in thCd Increase tions of military per-
1988. military voter sonnel and facilities
The 1992 effort ticipation f are the highest.
involved, for the first partiapation rom The promotional
time, direct mail con- 49.7% in 1980 to clement of this inte-
tact of military o : grared voter urnout
houscholds com- 63.5% in 1988. program was rnail-
bined with the pro- ing to military bases

— for broadcast on
their closed-circuit
television program-
; ing — and local
! commercial television stations, mot-

motional and
moativational ele-
ments utilized since
1984. The mailerin-
cluded:

& a motivational letter to the
servicemember from ADI Presi-
dent Captain Red McDaniel,
USN(Ret);

@ an advertisement and instructions
for the Defense Department’s Vot-
ing Informarion Center hotline and
AUTOVON phone numbers — a
toll-free service that provides infor-
mation on candidates and voting
assistance;

o individual candidate responses to an
ADI-generated questionnaire on de-
fense issues; and

¢ a reminder to cast their vote on
¢lection day.

nouncements{PSAs) that promote
voting. PSAs, along with cam-
cra-ready print PSAs and infor-
mational press releases about
military voting, were sent to mili-
tary bases located in cight differ-
ent states (GA, ID, OH, OR,
NC, SC, VA, WI). ADI also
sent press releases and cam-
cra-ready print PSAstobasc
papers and commercial
ncwspapers at the same
military installations. .
Captain McDaniel per-
sonally visited military
bases in four different

vational video Public Service An- |

states (GA, NC, 8C, VA). During
these visits Captain McDanicl tatked
and shared information with unit and
basc Voting Assistance Officers and
the editors of base papers. While visit-
ing the bases, Captain McDanicl also
sought civilian earned-media coverage
to further spread the get-out-to-vote
message. Captain McDaniel conducted
interviews with civilian reporters from:

the Charleston Post & Courier, The |
i State in Columbia, SC; the Adlanta
. Journal Constitution; the Fayetteville
Observer Times WIVD TV and WRAL =
: TV in Fayetteville, NC; WJCL TV and
F WTOC TV in Savannah, GA; the
i Hinespille Coastal Courier,the Coluns-

bus Ledger Enguirer, the Macon Tele-
graph, and WGXATVand WMAZ TV
in Macon, GA.

* Although turnout results have not
been completed yet, preliminary indi-
cations from the Pentagon are that
1992 military voter participation in-
creased from 1988 levels. Official re-
sults will not be available until March.

-
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Gay Military - continued from page 3
military, unlike civilian [ifc, there s forced
and uninterrupred assodarion and eontact
withothers, without any privacy,and under
chronic stress.  Introducing open homo-
ronment and increase tension among the
ranks.

Homosoxual-rightsactivist groupswould
like the public to belicve that discriminating
against homosexuals is equivalent to past
race discriminationinthe armed forces. This
comparison, as General Colin Powell ex-
phined, is a convenient but invalid argu-
ment. “Skinaolorisa benign, non-behavicral
characteristic. Sexual oricntation is perhaps
the most profound of human behavioral
characteristics.” Furthermore, a key dis-
tinction is that sodomy is illegal in most
states and prohibited under the Armed
Forces Uniform Code of Military Justice.
Skin color, obviously, is not an illicit
characteristic.

Anotherargument homosexual-rights
activists advance 10 legitimize lifting the
gay ban is the presence of gays in our
allies® armed forces. They dlaim this is
evidence that homosexuals have the abil-
ity to serve openly without adverse con-
sequences. The logjc at work here is that
because Australiz, Canada, France, Ger-
many, Denmark, Notway, the Nether-
lands, Italy, and Isracl lifted their banson
homosexuals without incident, the U.S.
military should have no concern about
lifting its ban. But this argument over-
looks several important factors:

1. The militaries of these nadons rely
on conscripton or mandatory service

ADI@ews

accounts for its unquestioned superi-
ority;

2. The US. military, as the only super- |

power, has global defense responsibili- to openly serve in the military will crode

ties and much more riding onitscombar
effectivencess than its affies, With all due
respect, our allies can afford po sacifice
some combat effectiveness on such ex-
periments because they only have o
defend their own borders and ultmately
rely on the U.S. milimry to ensure their
secunity. The 1J.S. cannot afford that
huxury; and

3. There are culrural differences be-
tweenthe U.S. andits allies. Atdrudes
toward homosexuality in the U.S. are
not as liberal, so gays are less easily
accepted in our military than they are
elsewiiere.

Furthermore, io allow h~mosexuais

to serve in the U.S. armed forces would |
! createadditional healthrisksand increase |
the cost of military medicine 2t a time §

when budgets are dwindling. The Cen-
ter for Discase Control recently reported
that 60% of the AIDS cases reported in
the U.S. berween October 1991 and
September 1992 resuited from homo-
sexual activity. Recent studies have also
shown that homosexuals, despitc the
popularly accepted figure of 10%, actu-
ally account for only 2-4% of the U.S.
population yct carry over 80% of the
sexually transmitted discases. Because
homosexuals are much more likely to
contract AIDS and other sexually trans-
mitted diseases, allowing them toservein
the military would Jogically increase the

serving in the United States military is
placing what some believe to be politi-
cally andsocially desirable over thatwhich
is absolutely vital. Toallow homosexuals

our military’s effectiveness through the
disintegration of morale and cohesion as
well as increased health risks and medical
costs. Prohibiting homosexuals from
serving in the military is a practical judge-
ment — made by those with decades of
military and combat experience —— pre-
venting individuals that, based cn their
lifestyte choices and behavior, would be
unsuitable for military service. To quote
Newsweek's David Hackworth, a retired
Army Colonel and highly-decorated vet-
eran, “.. discriminations are nccessary
when a larger public purpose is being
served, Civilian standards of faimess and
equality don’t apply down where the
body bags are filled.”

i| tional security. Address all correspon-

ADI News

President:

Eugene B. MicDaniel
Execurive Director:
Michact H. McDaniel

Editor of ADI News:
John K. Isaf

ADI Newsis published quarterly by the
American Defense Institute, anon-profit
public policy educational foundation.
ADI promotes awareness of and pro-
vides reliable information on issues that
affect U.S. national defensc and na-
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and thus cannot excmpt one class of number ofcafcs of these discases an.d PUt i} dence to:
dtizens while forcing others to serve. unduc' f_imnaal af‘d personnel strain on ;| The American Defense Institute
The U.S.,on the otherhand, relicson the military medical system and pose 2 i 1655 North Fairfax Street, Suite 200
a professional, all-volunteet forceand | threat to unit strength levels. Alexandria, Virginia 22314.
thus is more selective — which largely Liftingthe banon homosexualsopenly
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The Campaign that
wouldn'tend. ..

Th:u is what gne seporier called the 1992
Paul Coverdell versus Wyche Fowler
bunle for the U.S. Senate sea feom Georpia.
Because no candidute reeeived 2 majonity of
the vote on November 3. an unuswal Georgia
Inw fotced o runof( three weeks laser. That
runoff became an exceedingly iniense. ea-
pensive. and visible cumpaign that Coverdell
won by 30.7 percent 10 39.3 pertent.

Puul Coverdell was an Avres & Associates
chemt thedughour the 1§-manth campaign.
This newslerier focuses 0n that race becuuse
of its nutional prominence and is relevance

faf fulure campargns.

Senatar Faul Coverdell

v Ai—

Anatomy of an Upset:
Paul Coverdell's US. Senate Victory in Georgia

Ity Dr. (. Whitfield Ayres
Uresident, Avres & Associates

tuboui 1:00lam on November 25,

992, election retums froally con-
brmed thar Payi Coveraell had defeated
Wycht Fowler for ont of Georgia's US.
*enate sean in the (irst geaery! election
unuil in Georga hastony.

To get o thut point. Paul Coverdelt
mndured four ciectons: 2 primary election; 2
‘noary runoff: a pencral election: wid
seneral elecnion runoff. The last three elec-
s were decided by about one percentare
‘omnt. In the process, Caverdell gulied off

ve of the greatee upseis of 1992, winning a
-zal few preople pave hima chance o win and
‘¢coming ealy rhe second Republican chol-
-nper o defen an incumbent Democranc
t 5. Senaror in the 1992 electoral cvele.

The victory was pamcularly sweer for
+ epublicans because the campoign was the
e visthle conest after the party lost the

- e bessons for futyre campaigns.

sonai campaiyrung for Senaior Fowler by #
President-elect Chinton and Vice President-
elect Gore.,

The Coverdell victory provides seve

Whule sraduionaf Republicans and reli-
iouscomenalives remainat loggetheads in
meany pans of (he country. the tWo groups
were working in tandem to help Pau!
Coverdell defewt Wyche Fowler.

In the Republican primary. many reli-
Fhous COMTET RINES OpPoed Coverdell who
is pro-choice on abortion. But in the general

ele 1 nthose voiers looked beneath ihe sur-
fac: milarity berween Coverdel's amd
Fo i s porittonan sbyction and discovered
tha C wergell was far closer 10 ther views
thir s 1 tncumbent Demncrat on 3 wide
an e o isues. Whie both cangudates fu
voe 1l g verswst 0l pro-chowe. Coverdell
wup e parenta] oolfication betore a mu-
not & uld per an abomon, which Fowler
ept > d.  Coverdell sppported vidluntny
e ¢t in school, which Fuwier oppoxed.
Co er wlt opposed the Freedem of Chawe
Agr w tich Fowler supponed

C nsequendy. religious conservatives
g 1 € avercel notonty grudgine but actine
g an o rhe general election runafl, the
Chi 3 v Coaluion seni out over one million
pie- ex of munl thar favorably compared
Co en elspasitiononkey issuestoFowler s,
P 4 werded) would not be 2 LS. Senator
terd v - uboult the efions of religious conme:-

T) is is one ¢f thone meisms tha! "every-
bod - L wows,” vet 1t is amazing how often i
13 v 0! ted under the imiense pressure of a

poh w dcampaugr = e chutlonge fon prlus-
cal cuwlidates o0 consuliants is net so
nnu by ogainiog e rash af thies goulelo
Pt ae aree the dlis:apivee 1 stk dor ¥ seerler
s e

A vear bejone tie general eleehion. un
Ay 1 Agsocizies benwhrhark poll ident.
fied tw 1 themes for the campaign.

\ 7vche Foseler is our-of-siep and
0 1t of Louch with Geurgia

T he anly wax 10 change Congress
i tachangethe peupleia Cangress

Cernttvaed

AYRES & ASSOCIATES is  public opinion rex 2 ch gnd consulting firm in metro
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The poll also ideniificd numerous spe.
cific ixsues that would suppart the twa themes.
Neither theme would have been suflicien;
alone, bur the out-of-step theme reinforced
the anti-incumbency tienie (G CAEUE 4 POw-
erful one-two punch,

The Coverdedl campaign focused in.
teruly an those (wo themes foran enting yeur.
Mainaining the focus was not always easy,
While internal polls showed o close race
three weels prior w the geners! ekevtion,
public polls predicied 2 landylice lor Fowler,
Inevitable prevsure buth 10 “do zormething
different.” 10 "change course because we are
kning.”

A cumpaign €3n trail because its mes.
suge is wrong. But 3 campaign ron also truil
beeatise it has the nght mesgige that has ney
yei been communicuted 10 enough peopke.
Our iacking poll indicated thar Coverdell
way trailing because of the second explana.
tion. sn the campargn siuck 10 the messuge
thac was communicared throvgh 3 limited

ber of clevision spots.

In comnnl. the Fywler campaien mn
1WWIHE ns fhany soots us Cavendelt, including

8t 2w srven difierent televivion 5ds in four-

?::‘-“f:_*:’ O teeT: ttays dunirz the runofl. No socner had
- B LT N one messape hit the airways than another
B epprared. Fowler’s approach was anything
but » “laser-like focus on a cleur. simple,

q',_':m,',.; AN, = P pen gk oy v ey

At the firse of Acgust, afier Paal
Cuverde!! had survived intensz primary and
primary runofl elections, the campuign was
broke. The Fowlercampuign, on the other

COVERDELL VOTE MINUS FOWLER VOIY

TR GENERAL ELECTION RUNOFF
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Paul Coverdell begun the general election ruastt & points behind Fowler in the
commitled vole (nat including leaners or undecideds), Bul he steadily closed the gap
sad pulled | pointahead with two daveo go. Coverdell won the runoffon Navember

24 by 1.4 pereeniage pointa,

" hand. had a0 pmary opposition and was

L)

sining on 52 mithon in the bank.

‘The entire Coverdell candidacy was ex-
ceedungly vulnerable st this point, Hud the
Fowler cumpaign raken the opponunity o
define Paul Coverdel] befors he coutd define
himselr, Coverdell could not have responded

" effecrively due 1o buggeary comwtruinta,

Fortunately (or Coveraell. Fowler waned
3 monzh 10 go on the sis. andd then he began
excivtively with warm, positive spots whicl:
ran throughout September. That puve
Caverdell two manihs w rebuild his coffers
10 the patre where ke could fight effectively.
But had Fowler tken advantage of hig early
relalive swength. the Coverdell campaign
would probubly fever have recovered

For che thind time in three glecuony, 1his

1 senare sear changed hands. In 9RO, Atak

© Matungy defeated Senator Herman

Talmudye b making the carmpuign a refer-

endum on Talnudee's kndenshin  In 1984,

Wyche Fowler defeated Matungly with ine

" same suatcpy . And i 1992, Paol Coverdelt
dnd the gume 10 Fowicr.

This pattem 1adicates that a challenger
who wina aaat pureiy dieouch s refersudum
SRRy ety 10 CoNT AL Ute CUMPS:pn mods
througnotl e time he or she s serving n
offce  The ideal. well-funded campaign
crestes both 3 peguive mpram of g
ogponent ¥nd 3 positive IMprexsion of the
cundidate. A refercmiunmonihe incumbeacs
essentally and necessaniy o Pepatve nae.-
«age. Once i ollice. the successivl chai-
lenget needstocompicie the untimstic wurd,
ofthe canipanin in basiding 2 prsits ve baw ui
support. Fanlure 1o 0o 3o will make the e
i incumbent just o vuineratde ax the defeated
! éacumbent. @

Coverdell Team
Wins Two
Pollie Awards

' with Singing
Grandmother

The American Association of Political
Consul (AAPC) awarded fira place
honors in the 1992 Pollic Awatds competi-
tion to Paul Coverdell's media weam. The
winmng tesn thal produced the ads included
Tom Perdue, cumpuign manager. Ralph
Chandter, creative direcior. Pat Sibley.
media buyer, and Whu Ayres. polling con-
suliant.

“Margie Sings” won firgz pluce in the thirty.
second statewids televison ad category and
g tiest place in the siaty.second rodio od e
eyory. The AAPC received over 1200
eniries in vInous Catepones.

Most winning campaigns, no matter how
; well run. need a dveak or two 3lang the way
- ) 1 be victonous. Margie Lopp gave Paut
Covcerdell a big beeak. The 73-year old
gradmathcr from 3 small town in south
Geargiacalked the campaign out of the blue
one evening in ¢ady Sepiember and sang a
jingle thar she had wnnen on Coverdells
behall.

P 1 A N, S e
Lat's pus Peul Coverdetlin the Sencte
and pur Wpche Fowler out. Wyche
hasgroved wedon'tneed hir in (tang
Georgia wanls him out. But with
Peul Coverdall we'll have a leader of
ihat there Is no doubt. So vole Paul
Coverdellin the Senaie and purWyche
Fowlar oud.

Margie wanied a professione! singer 10 do

. the jingle. bui the medha scam siw the poden.-

tigd in using Margie as the suar. Moresver. the
jingle was consistent with Caverde's cam.
paign theme that Fowler was oul-of -sep and
out-of-touch with Georgis. To dnve (he
point Gome, 3 tag line Supgested by bur
pollinggvns added. "We've got wa gee fid af
WychéFowler...he's justlike Ted Kennedy -

That was the first Coverdel) advertisemens
used in the genersl eleciion campuign. and
W crealed a storm of controversy. Some of
Coverdell’s awn contnbutors were upset
that thecr money was being spert on an ad
thought 1o be frivolous. Othercritics calied

it “annoyving and “petromizimng.” and one
well-hnowa pundi cailed it " the supudest |
poliveat 2 1 have evar seca” Bui sl
eceived FIve fEvicws on atwaad Droad-
Castson CHS 2nd CNN. with Mike Wallyce
calling it the hesy polincal ad of 1992 on
elecuon night.

Coverdells polling showed that much of
the critizism came from voters who were
alnc:udy commmunedto Fowler. Many wnde.
cised voiers. on the other hand. found the
adobe “caschy.” or “cute.” The Coverdall
campaign knew 1 had 3 winner when an
Qighth grade teacher 5aid in response 1o un
open-enged quesuon: "My stedents come
ino class singing thait jingie every day.”

The 24 2an for no more 1nan 3 week, But
dunng thut time Poul Coverdeil's nome
identification shot up in our rraching
poll. and the enswIng Controveny <on-
tinped (o drive his aame denaficanon
higher. ‘“oiers loved n or huted it but
they remembrred 1:

That is the point the crics Missed, No one
on the Caverdell team beticved that the ad
would move many volers from Fowier 1o !
Coverdell. But ar that ume Fowler was

bener known than Coverdell, ana the cxn.
paign had {atied 0 generate much Inerex
orenthusi Murgiechurged ali tharand
wetthe siage for the more substanive sdver-
usements to lollow & ~W
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The first inkling of trouble Demo-
cratic Rep. Liz Patterson had was a
newspaper ad by the Christian Cogli-
tion a week before Election Day ask-
ing for vohunteers 1o distribute voter
guides.

When an aide o the South Caro
lina congresswoman phoned the
number listed in the ad, she discov-
ered ii was the compaign neadquar-
ters for ner Republican opponent,
3ob Inglis.

That Sunday, tens of thousands of
Christian Coalition voter guides por-
traying Mrs. Patterson as sympa-
thetic to homosexual rights and fa-
voring “sbortion on demand” were
passed out to parishioners in chur-
ches throughout her district.

Seemingly overnight, the race
turned around. Internal campaign
polling had shown the incumbent
with the suppori of 61 percent of
likely voters. Newspaper polls had
shown similar strength. On Election
Day, she Jost the race 51 percent o
49 percent.

“Na one knew he [Inglis] was
close to the religious right Mrs.
Potterson said. “We didn't find out
how widespread it was undl it was
too late”

The three-term Democrat was the

fvictim of what may be the smartest,
: smoathest, gress-roots political op-
" eration in the country — the Chris-
tian Coalition.
f Founded by televangelist Pat Rob-
ertson in 1989 after his failed bid for
the 1988 Republican presidential
nomination, the coalidon has made
significant inroads into the power
structure of the Republican Party
and helped elect hundreds of can-
didates across the country whoe
ghare its conservative social agenda.
In :h% No;egnb;r elg;tiogs. candi-
dates dacke y the ;mm-
member coalition and other
religious-right organizations won 40
percent aof the more than 500 races
tracked by the liberat group People
for the American Way From 001
and town councils o Con-
gress, these candidates now can &f-
fect public policy.
Fully aware that their support
uld handicap a candidate because
many voters find their views ex-
eme, coalition leaders coach their
members in training sessions
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to grass root

zon!
Indeed, some of the coalition’s
most notable losses have come in
races in which their presence be-
came a public issue.

In Colorade, Democrat Rep. Da- .
vid Skaggs was re-elected over Re- ¢
publican Bryan Day, 8 conservative
Christian minister who had strong
support from the coalition and other
religious right organizations. Mr.
Skaggs' internal campaign polis
showed him vulnerable to defeat, but
publicity about Mr. Day’s conserva-
tive views and the backing he re-
ceived from the coalition apparently
turned voters off,

Rep. Pat Williams, Montana
Democrat and a defender of the Na-
tiona! Endowment for the Aris, was
targeted for defeat by the coaslition
in 1950 and again last yeas. Both ef-
forts, each well-publicized, were un-
successful. _\]

But in a recent runoff election in
Georgia for the Senate, strong sup-
port from the evangelical commu-
nity may have provided the margin
of difference in Republican Paul
Coverdell's defeat of incumbent
Democrat Wyche Fowler. The coali-
don distributed 1o churchgoars fust
before the election more than 1 mii-
lion voter guides saying Mr. Fowler
supported “"homosexual rights.”

While there are dozens of conger-
vative, evangelical orgenizations
that have entered the political arena
in the past decade, the Christiag Co-
alition is by far the largest, most so-
phisticated and best-funded. It has
600 chapters, an annual budgetol 38
AR EnG SRS ST PaTe Ss

hole until the sun is beyond the hori- 1

iffrsaEs

mlding on & computer list of mil-
lions of contributors to Mr. Robert-
son's presidental campaign, the co-
alition has established an exhaustive
national network of activists who
not only voie but organize other con-
servatives on behalf of the coali-
tions causes. Members pay any-
where from $19 to more than $200.

These activiste have aver-
whelmed GOP precinct caucuses
across the country. From there,
they've been able to elect their can.
didates to higher party offices.

At the Republican Nationatl Con-
vention in August, more than 300
rmembers of the Christinn Coalitdion
were delegates. They controlled sev-
eral state delegations, including
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ches throughout her district.

¥edngly overnight, the race
turnd@®around. Internal campaign
polling had shown the incumbent
with the support of 61 percent of
likely voters. Newspaper polis had
shown similar strength. On Election
Dsy, she lost the race 51 percent to
49 percent.

“No¢ one knew he [Inglis] was
close to the religious right” Mrs.
Putterson said. “We didn'’t find out
how widespread it was until it was
wo late”

The three-term Democrat wasthe
victim of what may be the smariest,
smoothest, grass-roots politica} op-

; eration in the country — the Chris-

; tian Cealition.

Founded by televangelist Pat Rob-
erison in 1989 after his failed bid for
the 1988 Republican presidential
nomination, the coalition kas made
significant inroads into the power
structure of the Republican Party
and helped elect hundreds of can-
didates across the country who
share its conservative social agenda.

In the November elections, candi-
dates backed by the 330.00p-
member cosalizion and other
religious-right organ:zations won 40
percent of the more than 800 races
tracked by the liberal group People
for the American gy From"School

i and town councils 16 Con-
gress, these candidates now can af-
fect public policy.

Fully aware that their support

uld handicap a candidate because
many voters find their views ex-
treme, coalition leaders coach their
members in training sessions to
deny or play down their role in Jocal
races, especially when talking to the,
media.

“You :‘;hﬂlld never mention the
name Chnistian Coalition in Repub-
AN TiTCies, warlht & manuat put
together by the Peansylvania Chris-
tian Coalition. The 30-page pamphlet
autlines how to win contro} of the
Republican Party in that state.
+ The architect of what has been
tcalied the coaliticn's “steaith strat-

egy” is its 31-year-old executive di-

- ‘\rector, Ralph Reed, a former GOP
CCc !activist who experienced spiritual

e
C

! enlightenment and became born-
iagain while drinking with friends
Aone night in 4 Capitol Hill pub.
Blessed with an inherent under-
standing of grass-roots organizing,
Mr Reed tackies fus work as if he

t

: C C.C C (] were conducting & military cam-

paign. ,

“The most important strategy for
evangelicals is secrecy” he told the
Montana Christian Coalition 8 year
ago.“We're involved in o war. It's not
a war fought with bullets, it's & war
fought with ballots. ... You must
paiit your face and travel at night.
You must move underground and
don stick your head out of the fox-

-l

targeted for defeai by
in 1990 and again last year. Both ef-

forts, each wels
successful. :
Butina runcff election in
Georgia for the Senate, strong sup-
port from the evangelical commu-
nity may have provided the margin
of difference in Republican Paul
Coverdeil's defeat of incumbent
Demosrat Wyche Fowler The caali-
tion distributed 2 churchgoers just
before the election more than 1 mil-
lion voter guides saying Mr. Fowler
supported “homoesexual rights.”
While there are dozens of conser-
vative, evangelical organizations
that have entered the political arena
in the past decade, the Christian Co-
slition is by far the largest, most so-
phisticated and best-funded. It has
600 chapters, an annual budget ol 58
extineies ) Y bt mt g 18% Y] F i

51 {s all

Guding on a computer list of mil-

lions of contributors 0 Mr. Robert-
son's presidental campaign, the co-
alition has established an exhaustive
national network of activists who
not only voie hut organize other con-
servatives ont behalf of the coali-
tion’s causes. Members pay any-
where frora $19 w more than $200.

These activista have over-
wheimed GUOP precinct caucuses
across the country. From there,
they've been sble © elect their can-
didates tp higher party offices. .

At the Republican National Con-
vention in August, more than 300
members of the Christian Coalition
were delegates. They controlied sev-
eral state delegations, including
lowa, where 42 out of 47 delepates
were cealition members. Overall, an
estimated 3040 percent of the 2,000
canvention delegates were support-
ers of the religious right.

In almost two dozen states, coali-
tion members working with other
religious right organizadons either
have achieved effective control of
the state party or made significant
progress. The GOP in two of the na-
tion's largest states, California and
Texas, is dominated by evangelical
activists,

Estimates are that white, evan-
gelical Protestants make up about 20
percent of the voting public — a
larger minority group than either
blacks or Hispanics. Additionally,
mamny conservative Roman Catholics
share their views on socigl issues,
especially abertion.

Mr. Robertson has said his goal is
to have 10 of his Christian Coalition
activists in every precinct in the
country by the vear 2000. As he ex-
plained in his book, "The New World
Order," “We must rebuild the founda-
tion of & free sovereign America
from the grass roots, precinct by
precinct, city by city and state by
state”

plicized, were un-
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HEALTH

There are ideas whose time has come. And there
are ideas that should heve been strangled at birth.
An cample of the latter was a bizarve theory ad-
wrmdbytheﬁfﬁccofmmmw
gecently. The O.M.B. coptended that new heslth
gegulstions for workers in the construstion, agri-
culture end meritime industries establishing per-
miasible exposure Emits for toxic substances should
be suspended because GSHA hadn’t adequately
considered the adverse effect 0o workers® bealth
of buzinesses’ costs of compliance.

The O.M.Rs disingenupus medical theory was
that the extra expense of implementing the regu-
stions could force employers to cut wages or lsy
off employees. Never mind that this has not been
the experience in industries where they are already
fa effect. The O.M.B. said that workers® bealth
enight suffer beczuse “the positive effect of weakh
o bealth bas beep established both theoretically
and empirically. Richer workers on sverage buy
gnore leisure time, more nutritious food, more
preventive bealth care and smoke and drink less
tlian poorer workers.”

Some might ascuse the OMLR. of sative. Ch no,
ot that cold-eyed bunch of soulless scoountants.
Bfore likely the analysis was 2 gambit in the oa-
going White House drive to cadge additions] cam-
paign contributions from business by gutting or
éelaying health and safety regulstions (see Chris-
tine Trizpo and Nancy Batomen, “Linmorel, 11-
lzgal end Deadly” March 23). 1t°s also & cynical
attempt o evade a Supreme Court Geclsion bar-
ging cost-benefit analysis of OSHA bealth rales.
Finally, #t's ¢ sncak atiack on alf regulstion,
making cost 10 business the decisive criterion.

But the O.M.B. unintentionally made a good
polar: In this country lack of money is harmful
0 your health—which is why we neod nations!
Bealth care, & higher minimum wage, stronger
wnions and more jobs.
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PAT ROBERTSON'S COALITION

E REUGIOUS

JOE CONASON

Lot me zay, to the Hberal media end the profes-
sional politicians, thot the reports of the prema-
ture decth of the religious right kave been greatly
exxgperated. «Ralph Reed Jr.

aexecutive director, the Christian Coalition

While the partisens of Bush and Buchanan battle
nmninthemmna.mhetmpubhmhny
faction, the Christizn right, has been hovering just
above the fray, waiting for its opportunity. Defy-
hgmmmmdthmmm
four years ago, Amnzvica’s right-wing evangelists
mmthuedmmdmmnmqum-
alybmdfecuvﬂypodﬁoninsthmu!mwwn-
trol the future of conservatism,

Under the segis of 2 new, highly solvent and
Mym—fxunmﬂummmcaﬂdmc

paring campaign

for conservatives in Republican primeries across
the country. Striving to mobilize 3 bloc of 20 mil-
Son “pro-famiy” voters pext November, the co-
alition expects to affect every election, from the
presidential race down 0 the statchouses, where
the abortion lssue looms.

Afer the eclipee of Swaggart, Bakker and Fel-
well, znd Pat Robertzons gwn defeat for the
Republican presidential somination four years
ngo.thefundnmmuhnmhzmedmmm
beaven's mandate. But in the summer of 1989
Robertson decided to resurrect B
the remnants of kis campaign g k
byfommgthe@nﬂmn(?o— -]
alition, & gress-roots, fssue- ~ o G H“

(Continued on Page 5535 0375445
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oriented army of the faithful. Since the coalition was founded,
# has gttracted more than 175,000 dues-paying members, each
of whom belongs to one of the county chapters organized in
fiorty-five states. There are now twenty states that have chap-
=13 in every county. The combination of money and troops
bas actracted to the Christien Caalition pearly all the most
fmportant figures on the religious right, including Oliver
Dobson of Fecus on the Family.

Unlike the old Moral M}jority. which was heavily oriented
tomard the media, Robertson’s pew outiit has sought po head-
gines, and its leaders still tend to shun publicity outside right-
wing Christian circles. “We're flying below radar,” is the
gnotio of Ralph Reed Jr., the coglition's 30-yesr-old execu-
give director. (It happens to bave been David Duke’s motto
too.) He boasts that the coalition's targets—sguch as the dozen

Virginis Democrats who fost elections in 1991—don’t know:

wrhat his “guerrilla warriors™ are doing until it’s too late. M2
still brags about the 350,600 pieces of literatute thet coalition
volunteers distributed all over North Carolina st the last min-
wie in 1990 1o help Senator Jesse Helms defeat Harvey Gantt.

In other words, Robertson end his supporters have set
about their latest crusade armed with more than their old fa-
naticism. They are sophisticated and, above all, pragmatic.
Although many Christian Coalition activists—and the vast
gsjority of Roberison's 700 Club viewery—probably prefer
Buchanan, Robertson decided as early as last November to
back Buth. There were religious considerations involved: Bu-
chanan, whom Robertsun calls “a dear friend and 8 marvel-
ous conservative.” is Catholic, and the coslition prefers Dan
Quayle, who belongs 1o a fer-right Presbyterian sect and is
considered authentically bom-again.

Yet1 it was practicel politics, not religion, that dictated a
Bush endorsement. And having commitied themsetves to Bush,
Robertson and Reed are applying leverage on the White House
bike ciassic power brokers, never relaxing the pressure for politi-
3l or ideological concessions. Publicly and privately they warn
thet without Robertson's blessing his fallowers, potentially
critical in a close efection, will stey bome on Election Day.

No opportunity to twist Bush’s erm has been missed. The
eoalition suddenly became visible this year when it mounted
® ETass-T00L campaign against John Frohnmayer, the chair-
man of the Nationa! Endowment for the Arts who was custed
I February, afier a flood of petitions to the White House that
beppened t coincide with Buchanan's exploitation of the
same isue. But then, just before the crucial Georgia primary,
Robertson sent out another mailing, &t Bush's request, ve-
ftecating his suppon for the President.

-What Bush offers the coalition in return, aside from Frohn-
meyer's bead, is influence in the pational cempaign, a loud
woice in the platform debate #nd delegate slots for its members.
Such rewards are far more important to Robertson than Bush's

Joe Conason is editor a1 large of Details

)
\

N e =

|

COME TO NACLA'S
25TH BIRTHDAY PARTY!
PMAY DAY 1692

Featuring
A Discugsion of Lein Amarics's Past ard Futre wih

Alma Gulliermoprieto
8l Writar for The New Yorker

Salvador
FMLN of El Saiva

Juan Somavia
GChie's Ambesaadgor © the UN.

Giessima Willlams
Former Grenadan Ambessador

& postry by Margarst Randall end Ceclfia Vicuia

Precaded by @ BUFFET SUPPER
Followsd by SALSA 8 MERENGUE
to 2 15-place band, the Jumiors

Friday, May 1, 6:30 P.M. - 11 P.M.
175 gth Ave. (between 20 & 21 81}, NYC
Tickets - 50 par parson
Calil 212/870-3148 for information
North American Congress on Latin America

Saturday, May 2
9:30 am 10 6 pm
New School, 65 Fifth Ave, NYC

9:30 a.gm. Plenary
*is Taere Hope for US. Foreign Policy”
Edward Said, Major Owens, Holly Burkhalter, Joanne
Landy, Christopher Hitchens '

2 pan. Plenary
u A New Econotsic Order? Free Teade, Free
Msarkets, opd Democracy
Adolfo Aguilar, Harley Shaiken, Kristin Dawikins, Maude
Barlow, Doric Wilsnack

Coalerence sponsored by Compaign for Peace & Demvocracy aad
Comm. on Libcrel Studies. New Schoot for Social Research, Free,

For iafo el (2)2)6656-3924
2/




April 27, j902

Hegemony won't come cheaply. Robertson estimates that
the coalition spent 35 million in 1991 and will spend another
$10 miltion this year—all of it tax free. The Christian Coalition
B registered as a “eocial welfare organization” with the Interna!
Revenue Service. Under Section 501(c)4 of the L.R.S. code, the
coalition isn’t supposed to be primarily inavolved in partisan
politics. In fact, the coalition is focused upon a range of highly
partissn activities that may violaze its tax-exempt status.

Al the local level, the coalition’s Republicanism is some-
times muted, expecially in hostile territory. Recently, the na-
tional field director, Guy Rodgers, visited New York City to
kick off the organizing of & local chapter whose first meet-
ing attracted more than eighty dedicated activists. He talked
2 ot about how to canvass & precinct, and very little about
Ceorge Bush or the GO.P,

“We don't endorse candidates and we don't eadorse par-
tizs," recited Rodgers in boilerplate language. “We look at is-
tugs——and you can find pro-family candidates in both parties”
But when be boasted about the Christian Coalition’s successes
in Virginis last November, he was talking about driving iong-
term Democratic legislators out of office and replacing them
with “pro-family™ Republicans. “If there had been a pro-
family Democrat we might have supporiad him ™ he shrugged,
“but there wasn't a single one”

Such disclaimers are intended to show that the coalition is
what it professes to be: strictly “nonpartisan™ and “issue-
oriented.” But they're disingenuous. The organization's goals
andmcthodsmdixussedfumonnndidlymadowd
meeting of its leadefs from around thecountry last November,
erhich [ antended, where plaas were drawn up for the 1992 elec-
tion gycle.

Robertson hosted the “Road to Victory Conference and
Strategy Briefing” at his sprawling beadquarters in Virginia
Bezch, which houses the studios of the Christian Brosdcast-
ing Network and Chancellor Robertson®s fully sccredited Re-

- g=nt University, The conference proceedings, which started
with tributes by Quayle and a grateful Helms, were held in

ding, a lavish faux-eighteenth centyry
ers Inn, whose walls are adorned with
gigantic ol portmits of George Washington, Thomas Jeffer-
son and . . . Pat Robertson,

Amougtbowwhomkkndmwr;iniaﬂmcbwmandabor-
tion leader and Eagle Forum president Phyllis Schlafly end
Gary Bauer, the former Reagan domestic adviser who now
runs the Rev. Dobson’s Family Research Council. But apart
from the big names in attepdance, the most impressive aspact
of&:mnfammthzhishkvdofpoﬁxhltmhniqw;zhm
Robertson’s staff members imparted 1o their cadre.

For the duraticn of the two-day conference there was vir-
tually oo discussion of abortion or any other “pro-family”
fssue, except how they could be used (or misused) in an elec.
tion. This was a campaign school, attended by more than 800
ncsivim.andabtmm!ypaﬁismmamn.h&cuzingle
Democmnppeamdon&.epmmnmwmuawpwthe
L.R.S. Every speaker was g Republican.

But of course not all Republicans are godly. The coalition
is az much engaged in interns) GO.P. wrangling o3 in fight-
ing the Demnocrats. Talk of enemies didn’t always thean jour-
nalists, liberals, homosexuals, feminists and the other ysual
suspects; often the sbarpest insults were reserved for a bread
considered tuly saisnic: moderate Republicans.

Such imvective spparently didn't trouble Representative
Guy Vander Jagt of Michigan, who chairs the National Re-
publican Congressional Comsnittee. Keynoting the first day's
luncheon, he was flanked at the head table by G.O.P. House
candidates from his home state gz =ell as from North Caro-
ling, Florida and Maine. A triumph for “family valyes”
would, he vowed, mean an end to the “thirty-one years of
Democratic rule” en Capitol Hill. “Why not do term limita.
tions the old-fashioned way? Vot the rascals out and rya
Republican Congress for a change!™

The details of 1992's holy war were outlired by staff mem-
bers of the Republican campaign committess. Mike Pauley,
& top official of Yander Jagt's operation, offered 2 “auts and
boits briefing on some of the key targeted races that we peed
2o be focusing on in 1992.” Noting Republican opportunities
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&n digtricts where incumbent Democrats are leaving office,
Peuley urged that the Christizn Coslition get involved in
lowv-turpout primarics in which “a bloc of pro-life and pro-
family voters cen have twice or three times a3 much irpact
&t they do in 2 penersl election.™

Pauley’s counterpart at the National Republican Senatorial
Committee, Curt Anderson, eas 2ven bolder. He too solic-
Eed the coalition’s aid against incumbent Democrats, but then
went on to stiack spacific members of his own party. As offi-
glals of the national GO.F. spparatus, be and Pauley are both
eupposedly peutral in primeries, but Anderson exhorted the
exelition to support “pro-family” primary contenders, espe-
cially in California, where, be said, “people better belp out
{Bruce) Herschensohn™ against moderate Tom Campbell. .

Anderson further confided that although officially the
NRSLC. would have 0 back Senator Arlen Specter in Penn-
gyhaniz, be prefers conservative challenger Steve Freind, su-
thor of that state's newly restrictive abertion law, Evidently
the coalition took this advice to heart; Guy Rodgers said in
New York thet he was preparing to mail 500,000 “pro-fumily™
guidss to GJO.P. voters in Pennsylvania before the April 28
primary there.

The conference’s second day was devoted to “turning out
the Christian vote in 1992."" Aside from an impressive display
of technical knowledge, what emerged in lectures by Reed
and Rodgers was a cynically realistic attitude toward voters
end elections. “In any good voter-turnout election—I1"m taik-
ing about e presidentis] election,” expleined Rodgers, “only
15 pereent of the eligible voters determine the outcome. . .
How could that be? Of all adults 18 and over who are eligi-
ble, only about 60-63 percent are registered 1o vote. And of
those registered, only 50 percent £¢tually vote. . . . Now in
bom-turnout elections—city council, state legislature, coun-
ty commission-—the percentage of those who determine who
wins can be as low as 6 or 7 percent!™

He paused. “Is this sinking in? We don't have to worry
ebout convincing 8 majority of Americans Lo agree with us.
Most of them are staying home and watching Falcon Crest.
They're not imvolved, they’re not voting, so who cares?"”

That, he added, is “why the feminists are 20 termified of Roe
% Wade being overturned. We have the bodies. What we're
endezvoring to do in Christian Coalition s get the Christians
out of the churches and into the precincts. We build a con-
it into the churches where we can funne] information in apd
funnel people out.”

Anticipating a crucie! Supreme Court decision on Koe »
Fade this spring, the coalition has spent months preparing
for pitched battle against the pro-choice forces in Washington
and the state capitals. On the weekend of April 5, as feminist
banners filled the Washington Mall, every Chiristian Coalition
member in the country received an “actiongram™ from Reed,
rging an immediate lobbying campaign against the Freedom
of Choice Act now pending in Congress. If passed, it would
put & major crimp in the Christian Coalition's strategy of
restricting abortion rights by winning control of state legis-
latures. In the meantime, however, coalition activists will be
supplying an sbortion litmus tést to every incumbent or
inpusgent running this year. Electing “our kind of people,”
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s Rodgers seid last November, “is
of bobbying there is"

After distributing hundreds of costly kits and manuals,
Badg:undkmdtookthcaudimu:pbympmwushtbc
pmo!idcnﬁfyin;“pm-&mﬂy”msinthdroounda
with a telepbone canvass. It's & massive, tedious job, which
{s why the troops were being motivated to start phoning im-
medistely. Rodgers claimed that 5,000 such *“precinct action
kits™—each potentially worth hundreds of names—had al-
geady been distributed across the country by last fall. Agein,
there was » clearly partisan emphasis. “You heve (o pick and
chooee,” Rodgers urged. “You don't do voter ID in a precinet
ghat votes 97 percent Dernocrat.” Or, as Read said, “There are
20 Dukakis Democruts on our lists, We don't wan? to com-
gramonte with them. We don’t even want them to know there’s

ga election™

R obertson is looking well beyond
the 1992 election.

Z3sv’s how it works. Once the canvasser chooses a target
avecinet, the phone seript is quite simple. “Do you usually
voie for Republican or Democratic candidates? In 1988, did
you support George Bush or Michee! Dukakis?™ If the voter
gaswers Deocrat and Dukakis, the conversation is politely
terminated and & new voter is dialed. “Now 23 soon as we
inovwr who the Democratic nominer for *92 is gonna be,” Read
Eluried, “we’ll be asking rhar question.”

Thes, afier & query about abortion (for use in post-Roe
state elections), the canvasser moves briskly to the voter's all-
important *issue burden—the issue that most bothers that
particuler voter. This information allows computerized manip-
ulztion of individua! voters. With names properly coded, a
cannad but seemingly personalized paragraph on any of thirty
@ forty istues—from pornographic art to roads and sewers—
may then be laser-printed into an otherwise generic mailing.

When combined with hegvily biased “voter guides,” the ef-
fiect of this technology can be stunning. The Christian Co-
alition used precisely those techniques to elect conservative
Bepublicans in seven out of nine State Sepate races in the
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Virginia Beach ares@ifieciully recounting the results, Reed
called those Jocal elections “a test that worked brilliantly.”
The Christian Coalition’s antiabortion candidates had bam-
boozied an overwhelmingly pro-choice electorate by focus-
ing their dirext majl and phone canvasses on guch bocal issues
23 water gshortege, traffic, aritne and education.

“Many of our people who were doing this voter ID also
Aappened to be precinct captains for the Republican Party,”
Reed explained with a little smile. ko other words, there's an /
easy way around the aws thet prohibit tax.exempt groups
from influencing elections—even oa the federal level. “What ’
you can do is cither have the candidate pumhase {the voter
ID Ests} or, as [ said, if you're a precinct captain for both the }
mmmmmﬁon...mhcyrbewm."nj
Just so happens you wark for two organizations.”

As 2n example, be sald, “We're gonna be doing & ke of
voter 1D in that California Senate {primary] race. We can’t
take 8 position, but If jour] people ID voters on behalf of the
Dannemeyer campaign, that's fine with ua™ Gay-bashing
Representative William Danpemeyer, sow running for the
Senate against moderats Republican Joha Seymour, is g co-
alition fevorite,

Rbough the Christion Coalition’s mex:bors are deeply

immersed ta the current election cycle, Robertson is look-
ing well beyond 1992, At the conference, coalition activists
were introduced 10 the mind-pumbing intricecies of becom-
ing a delegate 10 the G.O.P. convention and, eventually, &
member of the Republican Nationsl Commitiee. “Grur key ob-
jective for Christan Coalition long term,” confided a Cali-
fornia operative, “would be to take control of the RN.C, . . .
Impossibie task? Absolutely not. But it "t gonns happen
uniees every one of you registers as a county central commit-
tee member.” )

Already several Christinn Coalition leaders hold zeats on
the R.N/C., and Mortca Blackwell, the veteran conservative
who is an R.N.C. member from Virginia, Is belping Robert-
200 £0 recTuit more. Al the conferenoe’s ciosing banguet Rob-
ertson deciared his timetable explicitly. “We want io sec 2
working majority of the Republican Pasty in the hands of
pro-family Christians,” he said, “by 1996 or sooner.”

Roberteon’s scheme s edmittedly not @ modest one, and
meither i his attempk to waite Protestant fundamentalists, di-
vided among themselves by various religious doctrines, with
conservative Catholic and Basieen Orthodox voters, who
aren't considersd “ganed” To achieve it all will require years,
pot months, of patient, ekillful organizing. But in addition
to substantial funding and darzling technical prowess, the
Christinn Coalition prospers from s lack of competition, No-
body else, right of left, i daring to mount a grass-roots ef-
Sort oa this scale

If they succeed, Robertscn and his folowers will wansform
the Republican Party into @ Chiristisn patriotic front even
move avthoritarian end bigoted than tedsy's GOP. While be
tried to sound like o reasonabdle conservative in 1988, Robert-
son now rEves about sae-worldia plots by the “money eits™
of the Eastern Establishment, His katest book, The New Rorid
Orcder, nails fellow Yalie Bush as 2 Trilateralist, thus reviving
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Muminati. Evmmsc,the?rmdcmhnn umwitting agent™
of Lucifer. (Robertson anticipates a “Christian in the White
House by the year 2000.7)

Sill more disturbing than Robertson’s bizamre ideas, how-
cver, s the nasty mood of his followers. The “Road to Victory™
conference ended on the night of the Louisiana gubernato-
rial eloction, and as they drifted out of the closing banquet,
coalition keaders gathered in the lobly to watch the returns
on CNN. The majority were clearly disappointed by David
Duke's defeat. Among them was Billy McCormick, the chair-
man of the L puisians Christian Coalition, who'd sat a8 Rob-
ertzon's right hand that evening and was introduced s the
man who inspired Pat to found the coalition. McCormick,

having supported I¥ike for governor and wouched publicly
for the neo-Naxri’s devout Christianity, has followed Robert-
200's kead. He is now the vice chairman of the Bush campaign
in Louisiana.

By November the coalition’s cadre will be conducting their
electoral guerrilla tactics on behalf of Republicans from Bush
down—churning out voter guides, firing off direct muail,
cranking up phone banks. Will Robertson get sway with ahus-
ing u tax-exemnpt organization to pursue his partisan politi-
cal agenda? The moderaie Republicans are scarcely gware of
whai be’s doing, and the Democrats don't even have a ciee.

For the record, Ralph Reed cleims that his group does not
“sdvocate the election or defeat of candidates in our publica-
tions, induding voter guides.” He aleo insists that the “Road

‘God’s Air Force’
FREDERICK CLARKSON

# he National Religious Broadcasters conven-
¥ oz in Weshington, D.C., Is a trade show like

1o other, For five days in January, some 7,000
B brosdcasiers and saff, vendors, political
czuse-mongers, booksellers and others secking exposure
in the “Christian market" met at the Sheraton Wash-
ington botel. Like defense contractors or auto-parts

gtrate their political clout and to network. The N.R.B.
bs where American political end business styles meet
evangelical Christianity.

A this year's gathering of “God‘s Air Force,” as they
sometimes call themselves, a variety of tensions pepped
up betw=en the Christian right and moderate Repub-
Bicans, including President Bush. Simultanecusly, the
N.R.B. was struggling for the social acceptance and
image of probity it has always craved. Thus the Presi-
dent's convention speech came st 2 mutuvally crucial
tmoment. Bush was facing the Buchanan challenge and
eeeded to reassert his credentials 1o the right. The broad-
casters, rocked once again by scandals, needed the quick
fix of respectability by association that only a President
can coafer. Bush pushed all the right evangelical burtons
In his N.R.B. sddress—his sixth as President or Viee
President, He was pro-achool prayer, pio-school choice
boyz and declared, “I went to thank you for belping
America, as Christ ordained, to be a light unto the
world.” He and Barbara were wermly received. Never-
theless, some Bush critics hiad prepared ap ambush,

Thbe morning of Bush’s speech, he was greeted by &
ful-page ad in The Wisshingron Times urging support for
810 billion in loan guarantees for Isracl. The ad was spoa-
sored by the Traditiona) Values Coalition (T.V.C.) amd
signed by N.R.B leaders, including president David
Clark and a host of Chiristian Zioaists, notably Jerty Fel-
well and guthor Hal Lindsay. The night before, &n lsrae]

dealers, the TV and radio evangelists gather to demon-

Sobidarity rally, spoasored by the Christians® lereel Public Ac-
tion Campaign, convened in & ballroom of the botel. The host,
president of CIFAC Richand Hellman, suggested that the poor
state of the U.S. economy, the President’s illness in Japan and
storin damage 1o bis house in Kennebunkport, Maine, were
messages from God.

As Hellman later told me at the TV, press confaencs after
Bagh's speech: “1 did point out certain interesting coincidences.
One dgy the President gaid there were 8 thousand lobbyists up
on the Hill speaking out on benalf of loan guarantess for [s-
reel—as if those of us who were up there were somehorr doing
something that was illegal or un-American. . . . And it was
very shortly after that that his hovse vas blownin. . . . Andthe
facs that coe dzy the LS. strongly condemned Isael in the ULN,,
in more harsh language than was used against Img . . . the
very niext day we did witness the quite literally terrifying view
of our President stricken, many of us thought almost as though
desd, before our very eyes in the psper and on television.”

“One might say these are just coincidences,” be intoned.
*“But I think that if it were I, and [ were leading & nation that
had gone through the worst quarter economically in thirty
years . . . I would sart 1o wonder if there was something
more 1 could do. What more might 1 do for my nation, in-
duding what more might § o to bless israet, so that my aa-
tion in turn would be blessed?”

The CIPAC mally ajso turned up a fascinagting eample of
the importance of the Christian right in iaternel Republicen
Party politics. Hellmen ennounced swards to Representative
Tom Lantos and to Senntors Osrin Hatch and Arlen Specter
a3 “Defenders of Isreel,” and 1o Bashingron Post writer Lally
Weymouth for her Middle East reporting. Senator Specter
wat side Tom Bowman to accept the gward on his behalf.
Bowman, Hellmen announced, was the Pennsylvania coor-
dinetor for tefevangelist Pat Robertson's 1988 presidential
campaign. Specter, who supports abortion rights, is facing
s challenge in the Republican primary from right-wing State
Representative Steve Freind—the main sponsor of the Penn-
Court. Freind, who believes that Specter is using Bowman to
raid his conservative Chrigtian congtituency, bosted & recep-
tion at the couvention.
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2 Victory” conforence was “poa-partisan” and mevely taught
participants “bow 1o identify pro-family voters (without re-
gard o party affiliation or support for candidstes), and bow
to distribute pon-partisan woler guides, which inform voters
©a where candidates stand oa the key issues facing America”

- Of course, it"s the Intexnal Revenue Service that is supposed
to police this kind of political scam. But the 1.R.S. is still in-
westigating Pat's last venture into tax-free politicking, the de-
funct Freedom Couccil, which played en important role in
1987 preparing the way for his presidential campsign. Rob-
erison and his cobort don't exactly seem scared. Ferhaps they
geckon that by the time the I.R.S. or anyone else gets arcund
20 auditing the Christian Coalition, they'll already be canvass-
ing precinets for President Quayle. O

n 1888, following the Jimmy Swaggart and Jim and

Tammy Feye Bakker ecandals, the N.R.B. established
the Ethics and Financial Integrity Commission
(EF1COM), which laid down reporting requirements for
sonprofit broadcasters with revenues of over $150,000
a year. For-profit bmadousien (currently there are about
170) and formgn membaers are exempt. Also exempt are
members of an independent group, the Evangelical
Councii jor Financizl Accountability,

Recently ABC’s PrimeTime Live expoted up-and-
coming Dallss tefevangelist Larry Lea for financial im-
proprieties. This latest scandal reveals the weaknesses
of the self-regulating EFICOM rystem. The N.R.B. ad-
mitted that Lea had failed to comply with EFICOM re-
porting requirements for almost 2 year. During the
N.R.B. conference, Clark announced that about 162
members and prospective members had just been
dropped. “We're policing our mnks,” Clark declared,
“and this is not easy.” On closer questioning by report-
evs, Clerk admitied that the 162 were actually being
given oze last chance to comply. Clark told Christiani.
iy Today magazine that the effectiveness of EFICOM
is Bmited. “If someone hes g larcepous soul,” he gaid,
“and wants to siea] or be dishonesi er immoral,
EFICOM regulstions will not preveat that, nor will any
cther type of law”

On the other band, the N.R.B. is lobbying for federnl
Eegislation to re-tegulate the cable industry, It wants &
proviso that local cable systems “must carry™ local
broadcasts, including religious broadcasters. In this re-
gard, Clark told reporters at 8 press conference “‘one of
the best lines ] ever beard” was by Florida televangelist
and N.R.R board member D. James Kennedy: “The
aphorism that you can’t segulate morzlity is totaBly wrong.
‘That's all you can regulate. That's what lew is about.™

Frederick Clarkson is writing a monograph on the
Christian right for Political Research Associates, based
in Cambridge, Massechusetts. His work has appeared
in such publications es Church & State, Mother Jones,
énd The Quayle Quanerly,

EDITORIALS.

{Consinued From Page 345)
Given the ethnic mix of the republic-—whose population of
4.4 million is one-third Serb, one-fifth Croat and two-fifths
Muslim-—the plan eould require dividing provinces, towns
and even bedrooms. Negotiations on the plan, seen by many
as g fecipe for population transfer, created enormous anxiety
among all nationalitics. Then the E.C. countries recognized
Bosnia on April 6 but, ynder preszure from Greece, refused
to recognize Macedonia, whose independence the Badinter
commisgion approwed. The apparent keston: War pays.
The crisis in Yugoslavis is political, nog ethnic. 3t has grown
out of submerged national tensions, but it hag been given life
by the lack of democracy. In the post-Communint Yugoslav
of an active eivil society mean that minority views are sup-
pressed and citivent’ socess W political debate is extremely m-
fted. There are moderate and pluralistic voices of great courage,
as shown by the extreordinary people’s azsembly in Sarajevo.
But the E.C. and other organizations-—and most media—
heve ignored their proposals for building an aliernetive poli-
tics in the sonth Siav region. This deglect marks perbaps the
greatest of the internations! community’s miscalculations,
which have played into the hands of the pationalin extrem-
ists in all ethnic groups. The E.C. and the United States may
bope that recognition will bring peace, But if the Bosnian con-
flict becomes, as masty fear, the war that never ends, they will
bave to share the blame. ANTHONY BORDEN

Anthory Borden Is co-editor of Breakdown: War and Recon-
giryction in Yugoslavi ¢ dossier recently published by
“Yugofax,” ¢ Lordon-breed nevwsletier on the crisis.

Bruce Shapiro on
The New Alliance Party—
Sowing Confusion on the Left
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By ROBERT D. HERSHEY Jr.
Eprcrsl 1o The Mew York Tirnes

WASHINGTON, April 6 — After a
four-year examination of groups affili-
ated with the Rev. Jerry Falwell, the
conservative evangelist, the Intermal
Revenue Service has won agreement
from his broadcast ministry to pay
$30,000 in taxes for engaging in politi-
cal activity in 1986 and 1887,

The agency found that the assets and
personnel of the ministry, the Cld Time
Gospel Hour, were used (o raise money
for a political action commitiee in vio-
lation of laws prohibiting tax-exempt
bodies {rom participating or interven-
ing in politicat campaigns an behalf of
candidates. The L.R.S. did not identify
the political action committee.

Bui 8 spokesman for Mr. Falwell,
Mark DeMoss, said the commitlee
: mentioned in the settlement was the I
Love America Cominitiee, formed by a
Moral Majority official (not Mr. Fal-
well) to back various Congressional
Candidates. Tt no {onger exists, he said,
aor does the Moral Majority, a lobby-
ing group created by Mr. Falwell.

Thne LR.S. also revoked the lax-ex-
emgt status of anoiher Falwell organi-
zation, the Liberty Federation, after
determining that it did not operae
solely for religious and charitable pur-
poses, & ruling that was nat contested.

Settlement Noi Circulated

The settiement, which revoked the
Old Time Gospe! Hour’s tax-free status
for the two years, was disclosed in a
public statement signed in mid-Febru-
ary by Mr. Falweil a5’ president of the
ministry, an arm of the Thomas Road
Bapust Church in Lynchburg, Va. But
it did not circulate widely enough to
satisfy the LR.S, which uynder 1387
legisiation, has been cracking down on
abuses by tax-exempt organizations. In
recent days, the agency itself has been
calling the settlement to the attention
of news organizations.

Mr. DeMoss charged that the LR.S.
efforis to publicize the settiement were
a violation of the agreement, which
called on the gospel hour to mail it5
settjement statement to designated
news organizations. “We did that, and
for two weeks nobody inquired about
it,” Mr. DeMoss said. The LR.S, he

— -
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Falwell Group Fined for Political Ac%s

ALLoc131ed Press

The Rev. Jerry Falwell

.-

Too much was :
rendered unto
Caesar. -

I

said, seems eager to persuade Con-
gress it was getting resuits from a
large number of audits it conducted
after being urged 1o do so by lawmak-

ers.
Frank Keith, 8 spokesman, said the

agency had become concerned about a

seeming increzse in ‘‘mis-imipres
sions’' among tax-exempt groups that
they can ignore strictures barrigg po-
litical activity. The LR.S. in December
1991 assessed the Jimmy Swaggart
Ministries $17),122 in back taxes and
interest {or 1985 and 1986. -

The agreement with the Old Time
Gospel Hour aiso requires changes in
ils otganizational s{ructure (o prevent
future violations. [ .

0

+

Contributors to the gospel houl, dur-
ing ihe two-year revocation neriest will
not have 1o revise iligir tax reiurds for
thoss yesrs as long as thay were un-
aware of the pnlitical activity, the
statement said. The LR.S. would not
say whether Mr. Falwell himsel{ was
found to be responsibie for the abuse of
tax-exemption or whether he was pe-
nalized, . '

- .

The examination alsp Jed to an affir-
mation of tax-exempt status in 199} for,
the Liberty Broadcasting Network and
for Liberty University. H

—1

[

Mayonnaise Blamed for lllnesses in Oregon

GRANTS PASS, Ore., Aprid 5 {(AP) —
Salad dressings and sauces made with
mayonnaise were the source of & bacte-
rial infections that made at least 13
people ill after eating at two QOregon
resiaurants, a siate epidemiclogist
said Monday.

it remains unclear how the mayon-
naise was contaminated by the bacte-
ria E. coli, which is tormally associat-
ed with meat, said the epidemiologist,
Dr. Katring Hedberg.

Five cases of E. coli infection have
been confirmed and 12 were considered
probable among patrons of a Sizzler

franchise in North Bend, while eight

cases were confirmed and 37 probabig
from anpther Sizzler about 70 miles
away in Grams Pass, Dr. Hedberg
said. People who became ill ate at the
restaurants in mig-March. !
The franchisee, Double S Foods of
Springfield, voluntarily closed both res:
taurants for & week. They reopen
Friday. '
Christopher Thomas, executive vicé
president for Sizzler Iniernational Ina
in Los Angeles, said that heakh offi;
cials could not recommend _ani
changes in food handling proceBure
that would have prevented thé om-

break.
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HEADLINE: Religious Right’s Activity in Congressional Races Draws FEC Comp!laint From Dems
Is <Tax-Exempt> Christian Coalition *Targeting® Reps. Like Williams, Skaggs, Glickman?
BYLINE: By Mary Jacoby

BODY:

A month after televangelist <Pat Robertson’s> Christian Coalition opened a
| state office in Montana last January, the organization held a conference in

Helena. The topic: "God’s Building an Army."

. . Ralph Reed, the Christian Coalition’s executive director, exhorted the crowd,
- **We're going to see Pat Williams sent bags packing back to Montana in November
. Zof this year, and I'm going to be here to help you do it." At least that’s what
; +ithe Democratic National Committee says he said in an eight-page complaint filed
i i-last week with the Federal <Election> Commission.
' Williams’s sin: support in 1989 for the National Endowment for the Arts,

.. which funded art tae conservative Christian Coalition considered pornographic.
Reed vehemently denies he targeted Williams, Montana's Democratic Congressman
ho was thrown into a dogfight with feilow Rep. Ron Marlenee (R} this year when
Fione of the state’s 1wo Congressional districts was eliminated through

“redistricting (see page 13). But Montana news organizations - and Williams’s
=" <campaign, > of course - say they have transcripts from tapes of the conference
£ >that show otherwise.

< But whatever was said, one fact cannot be denied: The Virginia-based
~=evangelical organization has greatly increased its political activity this year,

=:and in the process has drawn fire for appearing to viclate its <tax-exempt> status.
“*  The Democratic Congressional <Campaign> Committee has identified more than
two dozen races in which the 350,000-member Christian Coalition is active,
including matchups between Ted Strickland (D) and Rep. Bob McEwen (R) in Ohio,
Elizabeth Furse (D) and Tony Meeker (R) in Oregon, and Rep. Charlie Wilson (D)
and Donna Peterson (R) in Texas.

Reed says the organization, founded by Robertson three years ago after his
failed < 1988 presidential > bid, has collected $13 million since then. This year,
it has distributed 40 million voter-issues guides in every state of the nation -

a canvassing far more comprehensive than in 1990, when it focused on only seven states.

The Christian Coalition is not the only player on the block, however, Also
active in this <election> are Don Wildmon’s American Family Association and
Phyllis Schlafly’s Eagle Forum.

The AFA, based in Tupelo, Miss., focuses on eliminating pornography and
promoting "biblical ethics.” The Eagle Forum led the batile to defeat the Equal
Rights Amendment and opposes feminism.

And in the South, a home-grown network of fundamentalist and conservative
churches is hitting stride this year, moving i n from the margins to have a real
impact on some races.

"Historically, they thought it violated the church and state idea,” says
University of Georgia political science professor Charles Bullock of
fundamentalist groups” attitudes toward political activity. "But back in the
*70s (Moral Majority leader Jerry) Falwell, <Pat Robertson, > and Jim and Tammy
Faye Bakker began to change all that. It became acceptable.... What we’re seeing
now is the result. They’ve gotten more organized."

The result is anxiety for Democrats and a boost to many Republicans, who
might have remained marginal in previous years.

In Colorado, fundamentalist minister Bryan Day is mounting a surprisingly
strong challenge as the Republican challenger to three-term Democratic Rep.

David Skaggs. There, the local Christian Coalition chapter has joined forces
with a group called Citizens for Responsible Government.

Their tactics mirror those of religious and conservative groups nationwide
and include distributing leaflets with pictures of aborted fetuses, organizing
registration drives through churches, and distributing voter guides stressing




" oppoesition to abortion, homosexual rig@higher taxes, and unlimited terms for
office holders.

Although Colorado’s 2nd Congressional district encompasses Denver’s northern
suburbs and the liberal-leaning college town of Boulder, Skaggs is facing
anti-incumbent wrath stoked by Day’s trumpeting of family-values issues, often
from the pulpit of his church in Arvada, Colo.

A Skaggs <campaign> aide said religious forces are much stronger in Colorado
this year than in the past. When Skaggs faced conservative Republican David Bath
in <1988,> "the right wing of the party was not very well organized. They were
npdt ver_)(:1 well funded. And there wasn’t very much anti-incumbent sentiment,” the
aide said.

In Kansas, meanwhile, Rep. Dan Glickman (D) is struggling after 16 years on
the Hiil to defeat state Sen. Eric Yost, a Republican who enjoys strong backing
from Kansas pro-life groups. Glickman’s <campaign> said the Christian Coalition
has targeted the Congressman for defeat - a claim the Yost <campaign> calls "whining."

In the Kansas race, the Christian Coalition i5 taking a back seat to the
_ pro-life groups, which have been registering voters through the churches. A
- member of the Whip organization ard an Agriculture subcommittee chairman,

Z"Glickman, who is pro-choice, is vulnerable because of his 105 overdrafts at

--the House Bank.

- The Eagle Forum is runring an independent-expenditure <campaign>> attacking

~Glickman on his overdrafis and his support for abortion rights and the 1989 Congressional pay raise.
- Wichita is the 4th district’s largest city, and it was the site in 1991 of

... Operation Rescue's blockade of abortion clinics - an event that cnergized the

-~ right, both Glickman and Yost <campaign> aides agree. "We have seen a real surge

“*in talk in the churches," said Kay Ccles, Glickman’s <campaign> manager. Both

sides attribute the tight race to the religious right’s efforts.
= Although churches are now building a strong political network in the West and
7~ Midwest, the South has always had a tradition of mixing religion and politics,

- said Bullock, the University of Georgia professor.
=~ But mirroring the trend nationwide, the churches are playing even more
=" important roles than usyal, Buliock said. He pointed to several Georgia

- Congressional races to illustrate his point.

In Georgia's 4th district, for example, yard signs and newspaper ads
announced the visit Oct. 11 of Oliver North and Jerry Falwell to Sunday services
at the First Baptist Church of Snellville, an Atlanta suburb.

The visit of those right-wing herces, less than a month before the
< election, > unnerved workers in the <campaign> of Cathey Steinberg, the
Democratic nominee for the Atlanta-area seat. Steinberg is pro-choice, female,
and Jewish. )

"They can’t really <campaign> in church," said Steinberg's <campaign>
manager, Phyllis Mueller. "But so close to the <election,> you gotta wonder....

Steinberg’s opponent, Republican John Linder, makes the rounds of Baptist
churches in the area, showing up in Sunday services, where he’ll often be
pointed out from the pulpit. It’s not really a political appearance, said Gerry
Sisk, a spokeswoman for the First Baptist Church in Snellville, where Linder has worshipped.

But with North's and Falwell’s appearance at a church that Linder, a strong

abortion foe, also sometimes attends, "it can’t help but help,” Sisk said.
Although the visit wasn’t planned to coincide with the <election, > Sisk and
Mueller from the Steinberg < campaign> both said it creates an "atmosphere” that
can help Republicans and hurt Democrats.

Steinberg and Linder are competing for an open seat created by redistricting.
Rep. Ben Jones (D) represented the 4th until redistricting moved him into the
10th district, where he lost the primary in July.

In another Georgia race with religious overtones, Republican Daniel Becker is
waging a losing battle, according to polls, to defeat state Sen. Nathan Deal for
the 9th district seat vacated by retiring Rep. Ed Jenkins (D).

Becker, who gained notoriety for airing a graphic anti-abortion television ad
last summer during an Atlanta Braves baseball game, is running with the slogan,

"Restore Moral Government.” In the week before the <election> he plans to air
another controversial ad - a 30-minute "infomercial" featuring footage of a
surgeon performing an actual abortion.

In a possible violation of their <tax-exempt> status, local Christian
Coalition members communicate with Becker’s < campaign. >

"They talk on the phone with them fairly ofter and coordinate” activities,

L




said John Taylor, Becker's press secrefg But, Taylor said, the Christian
Coalition is not the main force behind B&cker’s < campaign. >

If the DNC has its way, the Christian Coalition will have to cease
communicating with candidates like Becker or register as a partisan political
organization and list its contributions and donors.

Under FEC rules, a <tax-exempt>> organization is prohibited from donating to
or participating in a <campaign. > It may, however, print brochures advocating
positions on issues, like abortion or the national deficit. But it must stop
short of endorsing a specific candidate.

In its FEC complaint, the DNC criticized the Christian Coalition for allowing
Republican party leaders - inciuding President Bush, National Republican
Congressional Committee Chairman Guy Vander fagt (Mich), and conservative
California Reps. Robert Dornan and William Dannemeyer - to address its meetings.

The complaint also accused the organization of coordinating work with Sen.
Jesse Helms’s (R-NC} 1990 reelection effort, and it quoted Robertson as saying,
"My goal is to see a pro-freedom majority in the United States Senate by 1992

. and a reversal of leadership in the House of Representatives by 1996."

Reed, however, reiterates that the Christian Coalition stays within legal

" bounds. But he does admit - proudly - that the group’s clout has grown as its
* strategy has become more savvy.

"After Robertson’s defeat, the (religious right’s) efforts shifted from

national to local and state offices,” Reed said. "They’ve been working on
© - winning schoo}l board, state legislature, and county races, and that has enhanced
- their power, because those races are a low-risk laboratory where they can iicne
o their talents.

“Involvement in a political party credentials you. It's one thing 10 be, suy,

~ the chairman of the local Pro-Family Option Council. It’s quite another thing to
" be chairman of the state or county Republican party,” Reed said.

Although Reed denies the Christian Coalition targets races, he does admit the

- group’s goal is "to see a pro-family majority in Congress.” But, he says, "That
-~ might not necessarily come from defeating people or electing them but from being
- : so popular at the grass-roots level” that conservative values are represented
" naturally in all facets of life, including the polls.
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HEADLINE: All-Purpose Loophole )

BYLINE: BY RICHARD E. COHEN AND CAROL MATLACK; Research assistance by Gale

Mitcheli and Tanya A. Zielinski

HIGHLIGHT: )
Some politicians and political activists have been using <tax-exempt>
organizations to finance their activities. That comes close to skirting the tax

code’s intent.

BODY:

Last year, the Republican National Committee (RNC) figured it needed to
spend at least $ 1 million on the massive task of organizing <election> data
before the states prepare their redistricting maps in 1991. Now, the GOP plans
to get some of that politically valuable data free ~ courtesy of a new group
that runs on tax-deductible dollars.

The attorneys who organized the group, Lawyers for the Republic Inc., have
served in high-level Republican posts and received a § 50,000 start-up loan from
the RNC. But they emphasize that their organization is autcnomous and
nonpartisan, as required for <tax-exempt> status by the tax law. "All we are
trying to do is get the information to any people interested in redistricting,"
said Robert E. Freer Jr., a Washington lawyer who is founder and chairman of the group.



So far, however, Republicans are f re familiar with the services promised
by Freer’s operation than Democrats ar®"We expect to use the data," said
Thomas B. Hofeller, director of redistricting and list development at the
National Republican Congressional Committee. “There have already been discussions."

Freer has participated in meetings with Republicans on redistricting strategy
but has not attended any such Democratic sessions. His initial efforts wete
chiefly with the GOP because, he said, “I didn’t know many Democrats. I'm
involved with the Republican network.” He wrote to Democratic National Committee
(DNC) chairman Ronald H. Brown on Nov. 14, inviting Democrats to use his
services, but the invitation was rebuffed. A DNC aide called it "a disguise for
overtly Republican schemes” and said Brown will not cooperate. (For more on
redistricting, see box, p. 2986.)

Welcome to the world of <tax-exempt> organizations, the all-purpose loophole
for politicians and other citizens trying to save dollars and cut corners. It
is an industry filled with many meritorious organizations but one in which
enforcement is often lax and creative lawyers and accountants can find new ways
to merge charity with politics.
 Republicans aren’t the only ones who'’ve discovered this Joophole. During the
- < 1988 election,> Senate Majority Whip Alan Cranston, D-Calif., helped to set up
...and raise millions of dollars for <tax-exempt> groups to encourage voters to
- ‘register, chiefly in low-income neighborhoods in California. Some workers in
*"the voter registration effort have said it was understood that their job was to

‘register Democrats, but Cranston aides said that this would have been against

" the organizations’ policy.
. The Cranston groups have recently been the focus of special attention hecause
:-.$ 850,000 came from savings and loan executive Charles H. Keating Jr., who has
-been accused of showering money on Cranston and four other Senators so that they
- ~would, in turn, help him win favorable treatment from federal regulators. The
~- FBI is reportedly investigating. (See box, p. 2983.)
" Although tax laws flatly prohibit the use of tax-deductible contributions for
_. partisan political activity, such money is often used to lay the groundwork for
- political <campaigns.> Five candidates in the <1988 presidential > contest had
-f <tax-exempt > groups, ostensibly doing research and educational activities, in
the months preceding their <campaigns. > In contrast with the candidates’

< campaign> funds, these groups could receive unlimited, tax-deductible sums from
contributors, and they were not required to disclose a penny. One of the
groups, founded by Republican candidate Marion G, (<Pat) Robertson, > was accused
of spending tax-deductible doliars to recruit convention delegates. (See box,

. 2985.)
P Further impetus to the spread of <tax-exempt> groups took place in
mid-November right under the Capitol dome, when lawmakers approved a potentially
huge loophole in their pay raise-ethics package. By accepting an eventual ban
on honoraria, Members of Congress agreed to stop pocketing this money from
interest groups. But they added a new wrinkle. In the future, interest groups
can continue to donate money to a Member’s favorite charity, so long as the
charity is sanctioned as <tax-exempt> by the Internal Revenue Service (IRS).

According to a House aide who helped to draft the provision, honoraria to
charities will irresistibly become a booming industry. Members will receive a
clear political benefit by taking credit for the donation -- and will be
ensnared in the same conflict-of-interest problems posed by honoraria. The
opportunity is revealed by a National Journal review of Members® <1988>
financial disciosure forms, which showed that 51 Senators and 146 House Members
were founders, officers or directors of <tax-exempt> organizations.

SACRED COW

Many of Washington's rules do not apply to the <tax-exempt>> organizations.
At a time when the government is scratching for every available dollar, groups
eligible for tax-deductible donations receive roughly $ 50 billion annually in
contributions that the donors claim as deductions from their income-tax payments,

And <tax-exempts> are a growth industry: The number of religious, charitable
and educational groups -~ known collectively as 501(c)(3} organizations after
the section of the tax code that governs their <tax-exempt> Status — has
increased more than 50 per cent in the past decade to 432,700. (Roughly 400,000
other organizations, including a wide range of interest groups and trade and



professional associations, are also <1a empt. > Unlike 501(c)(3) groups,
however, their donots cannot take a tax B&duction,)

But Congress pays scant atiention to this pool of money and how it is spent.
The issue was taken off the table during the wide-ranging overhaul that led to
the 1986 Tax Reform Act.

All <tax-exempt> groups with annual revenues of more than $ 25,000 are
required to file annual returns, and the IRS says that because of the effective
federal subsidy they enjoy, <tax-exempts> are about twice as likely to be
audited as are individuals and businesses. Overt political activity "is a
surefire way to get examined if you’re an exempt organization,"” said Marcus S.
Owens, executive assistant in the IRS exempt organizations technical division.
Still, many organizations don’t publicize their activities. And each year, only
2.5 per cent of exempt groups are avdited.

Pressure occasionally surfaces for tougher enforcement actions against
< tax-exempt> groups, said Sheldon S. Cohen, the IRS commissioner from 1965-69
who is a tax attorney with the Washington office of the Philadelphia law firm of
Morgan, Lewis and Bockius. "But it dies because there are not enough revenues
° to make it worthwhile for the commissioner,” he said. "As Willie Sutton said,
~~you go where the money is. . . . It’s a vicious circle. Principles come into
- - play that are pever reexamined.”

- Adding to the status quo inertia are long-standing fears that the IRS could
be used 1o punish political opponents and reward allies. Such charges surfaced
. during the House’s impeachment investigation of President Nixon. One of the
_Judiciary Committee’s three impeachment articles charged that Nixon sought
- information from tax returns in violation of constitutional rights.
. If <tax-exempt> groups have become the ultimate sacred cow, the result has
“ been widely accepted as legitimate policy because many of these institutions
-~ undeniably serve the public interest. Who, after all, wants to tax the revenues
- of the hometown church, university, Red Cross chapter or Girl Scout troop? A
. problem, however, is that not all groups to which the IRS has granted the
~- preferred tax status appear so obviously charitable.
7 One of the worst abuses was revealed in 1987, when conservative fund raiser
" Carl (Spitz) Channell pleaded guilty to illegal use of tax-deductibie
contributions to help finance the Nicaraguan contras and to run advertisements
against Democratic House Members hwo had voted against contra aid. That
incident led to enactment of a limited set of reforms later that year. Rep. J.
1. Pickle, D-Texas, who chairs the Ways and Means Oversight Subcommittee, which
prepared the legislation, had been a Channell target.

Most <tax-exempt> groups, both in Washington and across the nation, are so
obscure or so seemingly public-spirited that they attract attention only on the
rare occasions when one of them generates controversy. But a growing roster of
these groups have financed advertising, seminars or other activities that skate
close to the edge of political activity.

In recent weeks, for example, the Planned Parenthood Federation of America
Inc. has run advertisements in the home district of seven House Members,
attacking their anti-abortion voting records. Although the federation insists
that the ads are purely educational, they have all the sophistication of a
< campaign > appeal. (See box, this page.)

The IRS, however, has been reluctant to clamp down. Last May, the agency
ruled that television and radio spots aired by a <tax-exempt> antiwar group
during the last weeks of the 1984 <presidential campaign> did not constitute
partisan political activity because, though the ads appeared to support Walter
F. Mondale’s candidacy, they did not mention his name. And courts have
generally barred private citizens and groups from challenging an organization’s
< tax-exempt > status unless they can prove that they have suffered harm as a result.

"The IRS doesn’t want to open the door because there is a monster on the
other side,” said Ed Zuckerman, who publishes a newsletter, PACs & Lobbies, and
is one of the few Washington reporters who monitors the < tax-exempts. >

UNANSWERED QUESTIONS

When Members of Congress establish their own <tax-exempt> organizations, a
host of other questions arise. For one thing, there’s the possibility of
influence-peddling with donors, an issue raised by the Cranston-Keating case.

The commingling of public and private money is another concern, Under House




and Senate rules, Members cannot use?aie funds to subsidize performance of §
their official duties. Nor can they use their office budgets for unofficial

purposes. But some Members® < tax-exempt> groups are so closely intertwined with
their congressional offices that it’s hard to tell whether the rules are being heeded.

Gregg W. Waddell, a former aide to Rep. Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., said that
during the time he was employed in Gingrich’s House office, he also worked as an
unpaid volunteer for tiie American Opportunity Foundation, a 501(c)(3) group that
Gingrich founded in 1984 to promote conservative policies. (Simultaneously,
Gingrich set up a separate group, American Opporwnity, that could engage in
lobbying but could not accept tax-deductibie contributions.)

The Gingrich organizations, which sponsored a series of seminars and meetings
around the country in 1984 and 1985, had no full-time staffs, although a local
lawyer kept their records at his offices. Waddell, now a graduate student at
Duke University, said that his volunteer work for the groups was done only
during lunch hours, evenings and weekends. But he said that the groups’ plans
and activities were regularly discussed in the congressional office. “Newt
. .might think of a project he wanted to undertake, and if we decided that the
- proper means was not in the congressional office," the project would be assigned
- to one of the two groups, Waddell said. The groups were "basically just a
-7 vehicle for him to do things, . . . to give him some financial resources to
_. travel, to make speeches, that he couldn’t use his congressional meney for."

Dan Swillinger, 2 Washington lawyer who oversees the Gingrich organizations’

. finances, likened the arrangement to a Member’s using official funds for some
-+ activiiies and ~Tcampaign> funds for other acitivities — an arrangement that is
7 widely accepted on Capitol Hill.
" © The two groups have been dormant for the past few years and are now being

~ shut down. But arguably, they achieved a purpose: Gingrich, a relatively junior
=7 Member, is now House minority whip, the chamber’s second-ranking Republican.
7+ Like many other parts of the tax law, the rules covering <tax-exempt>

- organizations are anything but simple. Bruce R. Hopkins, a lawyer with the
-+ Washington [aw firm of Baker and Hostetler, told the Ways and Means Committee in
. 1987 that "there really are probably 50 or 60 or 70 different types of

© <tax-exempt> organizations" listed in section 501(c). The requirements for each
category often leave considerable rcom for interpretation.

Those in the biggest category, S01{c)(3), in theory operate under the
strictest rules. They cannot engage in direct or indirect political
<campaigh> activities or in what the code calls "substantial” lobbying. Groups
in a second category, S01(c)(4), are exempt from paying federal income taxes but
do not qualify for tax-deductible contributions; they can engage in lobbying and
in some political activity so long as political action is not the principal
purpose. Many Washington interest groups are in this category, and 501(c)(3)
groups often set up companion 501(c)(4) organizations to carry out their
lobbying and political work. Tax-dedutible contributions cannot be transferred
from a 501(c)(3) to a 501(c)(4), however. The other major <tax-exempt> players
in Washington are in the S01(c)(6) category, chiefly trade associations. They
operate under the same restrictions on lobbying and political activity as do 501(c)(4)s.

The activities of television evangelists have probably generated the most
public interest in the <tax-exempt> sector. During hearings in 1987, Pickle’s
subcommittee reviewed the IRS’s procedures for classifying well-known church
groups such as those headed by Robertson, Jerry Falwell and Jimmy Swaggart.
Subsequently, the Justice Department successfully brought its criminal case
against evangelist minister Jim Bakker.

When he was IRS commissioner in the late 1960s, Cohen recalled, he revoked
the <tax-exempt> status of a comparable group headed by evangelist Billy James
Hargis, after concluding that its activities did not qualify it as a church
group. “That was the last time that a religious group lost an exemption," Cohen said.

More recently, some liberal 501(c)(3) groups attracted IRS scrutiny in 1987
for their work that year in opposition to the Supreme Court nomination of Robert
H. Bork. An initial IRS review concluded that there was no substantial
difference between attempting to influence legislation -~ the traditional
definition of lobbying — and attempting to influence Senate votes on judicial
nominations. But a large coalition of exempt groups, ranging from the American
Civil Liberties Union to the Heritage Foundation, protested loudly, and the case
was eventually closed without action.




BIPARTISAN COVER @

The bipartisan silence has been encouraged on the legislative front because

of the complexity of the <tax-exempt> issues and because so many members of both
parties benefit from the services of such groups. "It’s the issue from hell for

the Ways and Means Committee,” a committee aide said. “It never goes away."”
Although the political wings of each party rigorously monitor each other’s
<1ax-exempt> activities, the results have essentially left current practices unchallenged.

in 1985, for example, a handful of Washington lobbyists who were active

Democrats organized the National Legislative Educational Foundation, a 501 (c)(4)
group whose best-known activity was to finance the House Democrats’ annual
weekend conclave at the Greenbrier resort in West Virginia. In return for
donating $ 5,000-3 10,000 apiece, the lobbyists gained the right to hobnob with
the lawmakers. House Republicans decided that their best response was flattery,
not challenge; with the heip of a group of Republican-leaning lobbyists, they

have organized similar retreats at various sites outside Washington.

~ When the Ways and Means Committee took action in 1987 to remedy several

- problems in this area, it focused on relatively tangential issues such as

.~ disclosure of officers and budgets by the <tax-exempts.> The panei left

- more-basic issues untouched.

- Congress also addressed in that law the growing tend of <presidential >
candidates’ creating <tax-exempt> groups. It agreed to impose stricter limits

- on tax-deductible money used for political activity. A key solution was a 10

" per cent excise tax, not to exceed $ 5,000, on offending <campaigns.> A

;. Washington tax lawyer, who did not want to be named, said that this solution

* “may make it easier tc abuse” the law because it implicitly invites broad abuses
© if the candidate is willing to pay the fine. But the IRS’s Owens noted that the
" jaw gave the agency new authority to crack down by obtaining injunctions against

o groups that engage in flagrant activity on behalf of a candidate,

The Democratic Congressional < Campaign> Committee has kept a close eye on the
- activities of Gingrich and has actively publicized them. It also filed a

" Federal <Election> Commission (FEC) complaint in October <1988> against

" Republican Mel Hancock during his <campaign> for an open House seat in Missouri,
saying he had improperly accepted a <campaign> contribution from a taxpayers’
watchdog group under his control; 11 months later, and after winning <election, >
Hancock agreed to pay a $ 2,000 penalty to the FEC.

The National Republican Senatorial Committee, for its part, conducted an
extensive review in 1987-88 of Citizen Action, a liberal Chicago-based 501(c)(4)
group that has moved increasingly from the legislative arena to electoral
politics. At the instigation of Sen. Robert W. Kasten Jr., R-Wis., the
comunittee in June <1988> filed complainis with the IRS and the FEC. (See NJ,
6/11/88, p. 1550.) There has been no response from those agencies to the
complaints; customarily the agencies do not report to the complainant or to the
public until they have completed their inquiries.

In the meantime, Kasten this year set up his own <tax-exempt> group. The
Legislative Studies Institute brings college students and others interested in
seeking jobs on Capitol Hill to Washington for four and a half months of
training. Enrollees pay $ 1,500 wition, but the institute expects to raise $
500,000 this year to subsidize its operations. lIts staff consists of two former
Kasten aides, and fund-raising is overseen by Herman Pirchner, a Washington
consultant who has raised money for Kasten and other GOP candidates. Pirchner
declined to identify major donors to the institute, but said most of the money
comes "from entities that have not given 2 cents to any Kasten < campaign.>"

ALTERNATIVE ROUTE

But for other politicians, a <tax-exempt> organization can become an
alternative route for their regular <campaign> contributors. Senate Minority
Leader Robert Dole, R-Kan., in recent years has been promoting the Dole
Foundation, which helps disabled individuals to find employment. Ellen S.
Miller, the director of the nonpartisan Center for Responsive Politics, which
has studied the activities of <tax-exempt> organizations affiliated with
politicians, said that she found "a remarkable overlap” in the list of
contributors to the foundation and to Dole’s Senate <campaign> funds.

The Cranston-Keating case is one of several in which relationships between




Members of Congress and donors to ?-exempt> organizations have come un

scrutiny recently. In July, The Washingion Post disclosed that Rep. William L.
Dickinson, R-Ala., the ranking minority member of the Armed Services Committee,
had raised money from defense contractors to support the <tax-exempt> Institute
for the Common Defense, which is run by Anthony S. Makris, a longtime friend and
business partner. The institute has carried out few of its announced plans,
which included opening a Washington office and starting a political action
committee (PAC), but paid Makris at least $ 105,000 in <1988 > and provided
honoraria to several Members of Congress iast year, The Post reported. Makris
failed to return repeated telephone calls from National Journal.

House Armed Services chairman Les Aspin, D-Wis., has established the Aspin
Procurement Institute, a Wisconsin-based group that helps local small businesses
secure defense contracts. The group is financed partly by business donations
and partly by a Defense Logistics Agency grant. Similar groups operate in other
states, but none is affiliated with a Member,

Ani the University of Utah has solicited more than $ 1.7 million in
tax-deductible contributions for its Garn Institute of Finance, named after Sen.

' :Jake Garn, R-Utah, ranking minority member of the Banking, Housing and Urban
' .. Affairs Committee. Garn Institute officials say that the Senator does not

- directly solicit contributions but has spoken at fund-raising dinners - and

- virtually all the money given to the institute so far has come from banking and

" savings and loan interests under the Banking Committee’s jurisdiction,

. But <tax-exempt> groups, unlike PACs and < campaign> committees, aren’t
" required to disclose their donors. That has caused some grousing among PACs,

"We're out there naked for araiysis, while all this other stuff is going on,"

' - said Steven F. Stockmeyer, executive director of the National Association of

" Business PACs.
=+ As pressure grows to rein in <campaign> spending and outside income to
=~ Members of Cangress, the importance of well-placed charitable contributions is
. likely to increase, too. "Right now, it’s gotten to be such an overlay [between
-, polifical and charitable giving] . . ., your contingency fund for nonprofit
“ giving has to be as big as your PAC," said Jane Scoti Brown, who heads a
- Washington fund-raising firm. "Every nonprofit puts a Congressman on their
commitiee. That’s the first thing I think of with a nonprofit client — how can
I work in some political angle? That’s the name of the game in town.”
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HEADLINE: Greenberg-Lake Will Spiit in Dems' Consultant Shuffle
BYLINE: By Stuart Rothenberg

BODY:

The off-year game of musical chairs in the political consulting community
that began a few cycles ago is continuing. But this time, much of the shakeup is
within the Democratic party after fallout from President Clinton’s victory in
November.

The biggest news, of course, is the formation of a new Democratic media firm

3 by Mandy Grunwald, the Clinton campaign media whiz formerly of Greer Margolis
: Mitchell Grunwald & Associates, Carter Eskew, formerly of Squier Eskew Knapp
o Ochs Communications, and Michael Donilon, formerly of Doak, Shrum, Harris,
Sherman & Donilon.

5 The new firm, Grunwald, Eskew & Donilon, has already moved into office space

on Capitol Hill and is expected to be a major campaign player immediately. All
three partners have worked for high-profile clients on the Hill before, and
they're expected to bring some of those clients with them for the '94 cycle.

In another significant Democratic development, sources confirm that
Greenberg-Lake: The Analysis Group, the highly regarded polling firm, is
splitting up. Their past clients include such Democratic Senators as Chris Dodd
(Conn), Carol Moseley-Braun (LI}, and Barbara Boxer (Calif), and dozens of

House Members.

Stanley Greenberg, who polled for Qlinton during the presidential campaign,
will continue to do work for the Democratic National Committee (and through it,
for the Clinton White House). His firm will also work for some House and
<Senate> candidates, though not necessarily his wife, Rep. Rosa DeLauro
{D-Conn}.

Celinda Lake, who has built up a large clientele of candidates, many of them
wotnen, will leave the firm, either to work on her own or join forces with
another pollster. She is currently handling polling for Democratic hopeful

Barbara Shipnuck in California’s open 17th Congressional district.

The polling shuffle doesn’t stop there. Veteran pollster Paul Maslin has
joined up with John Fairbank and Richard Maullin to form the tentatively titled
Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin & Associates. Last year, Fairbank and Maullin worked
for Democratic <Senate> winner Patty Murray in Washingten and Democratic House
victors Dan Hamburg and Bob Filner ir California.

Maslin, whose previous associations include Hickman-Maslin and KRC Research,

L -




will operate out of San Francisco, while the rest of the firm will remain in
Santa Monica. The firm is already polling in two 1993 mayoral races - for Mike
Woo in Los Angeles and Dennis Archer in Detroit.

As for those Democrats who produce TV images, changes are also in the offing.
Democtatic media consultant Chris Sauiter has formed his own firm, Sautter
Communications, after a four-year stint as director of the Washington office for
Axelrod & Associates. He is likely to continue to work jointly with
Dlinois-based David Axelrod on a number of projects.

Media producer Dino Sedar has left Politics Inc. to work on his own.
Politics Inc. president Lesley Israel says the firm is looking to hire a media
"heavyweight” to replace him.

And media consultant Jon Macks, who jumped from Doak, Shrum to Struble Totten:

Communications in May 1991, has jumped again - this time outside politics oo
altogether, to comedian Jay Leno. Macks is now a comedy writer for Tonight Show i
host Leno in Los Angeles. i

Former Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee executive director Les
Frands has moved to Winner/Wagner & Francis, a Washington-based grassroots
lobbying firm that will handle corporate clients rather than candidates.
Francis operated the FMR Group before going over to the DCCC.

And Fenn & King, home of another DCCC veteran, Tom King, has become Fenn,
King & Murphy now that Steve Murphy has been named a principal. Murphy, who has
worked for the firm for three years, served as House Majority Leader Dick
Gephardt's {D-Mo) AA and was involved in Wilson Goode's (D) 1983 Philadelphia

mayoral race and in the Dukakis and Gephardt presidential campaigns. ——r
On the <Republican> side, National <Republican> Senatorial Committee Southern

regional director <Curt Anderson> has left the committee to do campaign

consulting on his own. He will also collaborate on some races with Fabrizio,

McLaughlin & Associates, a <GOP> polling/consulting firm.

Anderson, who was also the NRSC's coalitions director, directed Tommy g
Hartnett's (R) near-upset of Sen. Fritz Hollings (D-5C} last year.

Kieran Mahoney, former special assistant to New York <Republican> Sen. Al
D'Amato, has opened up Mahoney & Associates, a new polling and general
consulting firm. He has already signed up former Rep. Bob McEwen, who is running
for the <GOP> nod in Ohio's open 2nd district. At the same time, Mahoney is
opening up the Washington office of AJF & Associates, Arthur Finkelstein's <GOP>
polling/consulting firm.

And Edward Goldstein, who served as a staffer on the Bush White House's
Domestic Policy Council, has joined Voter/Consumer Research as director of
issues research. The Bethesda-based <GOP> polling firm's recent clients have
included Sen. Mitch McConnell (R-Ky} and former Rep. Tom Campbell (R-Calif), who
ran unsuccessfully for <Senate> last year.

Veteran pollster V. Lance Tarrance, who five years ago sold his firm o the
Gallup Organization and has been out of the campaign loop for the past couple of
years, is eyeing a potential return to the political wars, possibly in a

strategic role in the 1996 presidential race. For now, however, he will be
involved in work for Gallup. He is no longer a member of the board of The
Tarrance Group.,
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HEADLINE: KENTUCKY: NATIONAL <REPUBLICANS> TARGET FORD

BODY:

National GOPers contend state Sen. David Williams (R) "has a
better chance than they first thought to oust” Sen. Wendell Ford
(D) in November. NRSC's <Curt Anderson:> "We think this is one #’
where we can sneak up on some people.” Ford's camp "largely
dismisses such talk, as do Democrats in general, but it's not
taking the Williams challenge lightly.” Ford manager Mike Troop:
"Ford always runs like there's no tomorrow. He doesn't let up.

- -. There may be disgruntied people out there, but what I've
always heard is, "We're not mad at our friend Wendell Ford.™
But the NRSC is giving the race "higher priority and could give

Williams the financial base he needs to run a credible campaign.”
Williams is planning to run an "anti-Washington” campaign. Yet
he “welcomes” President Bush's help, "which usually comes in the
form of fund-raising. He said other <GOP> notables will come to
(KY) to help him raise money.” His biggest help could come from
the NRSC, which can give him as much as $321,000. Williams
raised about $40,000 for his "quiet primary race, induding
$10,000 from himself, and spent almost ali of it defeating
Phillip Thompson." Ford, who was unopposed in the primary,
raised more than $1.2M through March and had about $800,000 cash
on hand (Al Cross, Louisville COURIER-JOURNAL, 5/31).
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Coalition Cover Story




BYLINE: Conason, Joe

BODY:

While the partisans of Bush and Buchanan battle it out in the primaries,
another <Republican> Party faction, the Christian right, has been hovering just
above the fray, waiting for its opportunity. Defying the political obituary of
their movement written four years ago, America's right-wing evangelists have
gathered around Pat Robertson and are quietly but effectively positioning
themselves to control the future of conservatism.

Under the aegis of a new, highly solvent and dubiocusly tax-free national
organization cailed the Christian Coalition, they're relentlessly registering

churchgoers, canvassing “pro-family" voters, preparing campaign literature and
organizing hard for conservatives in <Republican> primaries across the country.
Striving to mobilize a bloc of 20 million "pro-family” voters next November, the
coalition expects to affect every election, from the presidential race down to

the statehouses, where the abortion issue looms.

After the eclipse of Swaggart, Bakker and Falwell, and FPat Robertson's own
defeat for the <Republican> presidential nomination four years ago, the
fundamentalist right seemed to have lost heaven's mandate, But in the summer of
1989, Robertson decided to resurrect the remnants of his campaign by forming the
Christian Coalition, a grass-roots, issue-oriented army of the faithful. Since
the coalition was founded, it has atiracted more than 175,000 dues-paying
members, each of whom belongs to one of the county chapters organized in
forty-five states. There are now twenty states that have chapters in every
country. The combination of money and troops has attracted to the Christian
Coalition nearly all the most important figures on the religious right,
including Oliver North, New Right godfather Paul Weyrich and the kev. James
Dobson of Focus on the Family,

Unlike the old Moral Majority, which was heavily oriented toward the media,
Robertson's new outfit sought no headlines, and its leaders still tend to shun

publicity outside right-wing Christian circles. “Were fying below radar,” is
the motto of Ralph Reed Jr, the coalition's 30-year-old cxecutive director. (It
happens to have been David Duke's motic too.) He boasts that the coalition’s
targets--such as the dozen Virginia Democrats who lost elections in 1991-don't
know what his "guerrilla warriors” are doing until it's too late. He still

brags about the 350,000 pieces of literature that coalition volunteers
distributed all over North Carolina at the last minute in 1990 to help Senator
Jesse Helms defeat Harvey Gantt.

In other words, Robertson and his supporters have set about their latest
crusade armed with more than their old fanaticism. They are sophisticated and,
above all, pragmatic. Although many Christian Coalition activists—and the vast
maijority of Robertson's 700 Club viewers—probably prefer Buchanan, Robertson
decided as early as last Novemnber to back Bush. There were religious
considerations involved: Buchanan, whom Robertson cails “a dear friend and a
marvelous conservative,” is Catholic, and the coalition prefers Dan Quayle, who
belongs to a far-right Presbyterian sect and is considered authentically
born-again.

Yet it was practical politics, not religion, that dictated a Bush
enforsement. And having committed themselves to Bush, Robertson and Reed are
applying leverage on the White House like classic power brokers, never relaxing
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the pressure for political or ideological concessions. Publicly and privately "
they warn that without Robertson's blessing his followers, potentially critical
in a close election, will stay home on Flecion Day.

No opportunity to twist Bush's arm has been missed. The coalition suddenly
became visible this year when it mounted a grass-roots campaign against John
Frohnmayer, the chairman of the National Endowment for the Arts who was ousted
in February, after a flood of petitions to the White House that happened to
coincide with Buchanan's exploitation of the same issue. But then, just before
the crucial Georgia primary, Robertson sent out another mailing, at Bush's
request, reiterating his support for the President.

What Bush offers the coalition in retum, aside from Frohnmayer's head, is
influence in the national campaign, a loud voice in the platform debate and
delegate slots for its members. Such rewards are far more irnporiant to
Robertson than Bush's re-election because the TV evangelist is looking beyond
1992 to a more ambitious goal: control of the <Republican> Party.

Hegemony won't come cheaply. Robertson estimates that the coalition spent $
5 million in 1991 and will spend another $ 10 million this year—ail of it tax

free. The Christian Coalition is registered as a "social welfare organization”
with the Internal Revenue Service. Under Section 501{c)}4 of the LR.S. code,
the coalition isn’t supposed to be primarily involved in partisan politics. In
fact, the coalition is focused upon a range of highly partisan activities that
may ciolate its tax-exempt status.

At the local level, the coalition’s Republicanism is sometimes muted,
especially in hostile territory. Recently, the national field director, Guy
Rodgers, visited New York City to kick off the organizing of a Jocal chapter
whose first meeting attracted more than eighty dedicated activisis. He talked a
lot about how to canvass a precinct, and very little about George Bush or the
<G.O.P.>

"We don't endorse candidates and we don't endorse parties,” recited Rodgers '
in boilerplate language. "We look at issues—~and you can find pro-family y
candidates in both parties.” Bur when he boasted about the Christian Coalition’s ‘Zs
successes in Virginia last November, he was talking about driving long-term
Democratic legislators out of office and replacing them with "pro-family”
<Republicans.> "If there had been a pro-family Democrat we might have supported

him," he shrugged, "but there wasn't single one."

Such disclaimers are intended to show that the coalition is what is professes
to be: strictly "nonpartisan” and "issue-oriented.” But they're disingenuous.
The organization's goals and methods were discussed far more candidly ata
closed meeting of its leaders from around the country fast November, which I
attended, where plans were drawn up for the 1992 election cycle.

Roberson hosted the “Road to Victory Conference and Strategy Briefing” at his
sprawling headquarters in Virginia Beach, which houses the studios of the
Christian Broadcasting Network and Chancellor Robertson's fully accredited
Regent University. The conference proceedings, which started with tributes by
Quayle and a grateful Helms, were held in Robertson’s newest building, a lavish
faux-eighteenth century motel called the Founders Inn, whose walls are adorned
with gigantic oil portraits of Gearge Washington, Thomas Jefferson and . . .

Pat Robertson.

Among those who trekked to Virginia Beach were antiabortion leader and Eagle



Forum president Phyllis Schlafly and Gary Bauer, the former Reagan domestic
adviser who now runs the Rev. Dobson’'s Family Research Council. But apart from
the big names in attendance, the most impressive aspect of the conference was

the high level of political technique that Robertson's staff members imparted to

their cadre.

For the duration of the two-day conference there was virtually no discussion
of abortion or any other "pro-family” issue, except how they could be used {or
misused) in an election. This was a campaign school, attended by more than 830
activists, and a brazenly partisan one at that. Not a single Democrat appeared
on the program, not even as a sop to the LR.S. Every speaker wasa
<Republican.>

But of course not all <Republicans> are godly. The coalition is as much
engaged in internal <G.O.P.> wrangling as in fighting the Democrats. Talk of
enemies didn't always mean journalists, liberals, homosexuals, feminists and the
other usual suspects; often the sharpest insults were reserved for a breed
considered truly satanic: moderate <Republicans.>

Such invective apparently didn't trouble Representative Guy Vander Jagt of
Michigan, who chairs the National <Republican> Congressional Committee.
Keymnoting the first day's luncheon, he was flanked at the head table by
<G.O.P.> House candidates from his home state as well as from North Carolina,
Florida and Maine. A triumph for "family values” would, he vowed, mean an end
to the “thirty-one years of Democratic rule” on Capitol Hill. "Why not do term

limitations the old-fashioned way? Vote the rascals out and try a <Republican>
Congress for a change!”

The details of 1992's holy war were outlined by staff rnembers of the
<Republican> campaign committees. Mike Pauley, a top official of Vander Jagt's
operation, offered a “nuts and bolts briefing on some of the key targeted races
that we need to be focusing on in 1992." Noting <Republican> opportunities in
districts where incumbent Democrats are leaving office, Pauley urged that the
Christian Coalition get involved in Jow-turncui primaries in which "a bloc of
pro-life and pro-family voters can have twice or three times as much impact as
they do in a general election.”

Pauley’s counterpart at the National <Republican> Senatorial Committee,
<Curt Anderson,> was even bolder. He too solicited the coalition's 2id against
incumbent Democrats, but then went on to attack specific members of his own
party. As officials of the national <G.O.P.> apparatus, he an Pauley are both
supposedly neutral in primaries, but Anderson exhorted the coalition to support
"pro-family” primary contenders, especially in California, where, he said,
"people better help out [Bruce] Herschensohn" against moderate Tom Carmnpbell.

Anderson further confided that although officially the N.R.S.C. would have to
back Senator Arlen Specter in Pennsylvania, he prefers conservative challenger
Steve Freind, author of that state's newly restrictive abortion law. Evidently
the coalition took this advice to heart; Guy Rodgers said in New York that ke
was peparing to mail 500,000 "pro-family” guides to <G.O.P.> voters in
Pennsylvania before the April 28 primary there,

The conference’s second day was devoted to "turning out the Christian vote in
1992." Aside from an impressive display of technical knowledge, what emerged in
lectures by Reed and Rodgers was a cynically realistic attitude toward voters
and elections. "In any good voter-turnout election--I'm talking about a




presidential election,” explained Rodgers, "only 15 percent of the eligible
voters determine the outcome ... How could that be? Of all adults 18 and
over who are eligible, only about 50-65 percent are registered to vote. And of
those registered, only 50 percent actually vote ... Now in low-turnout
elections—city council, state legislature, county commission—the percentage of
those who determine who wins can be as low as 6 to 7 percent!”

He paused. “Is this sinking in? We don't have to worry about convincing a
majority of Americans to agree with us. Most of them are staying home and
watching Falcon Crest. They're not involved, they'’re not voting, so who cares?”

That, he added, is "why the feminists are so terrified of Roe v. Wade being
overturned. We have the bodies. What we're endeavoring to do in Christian
Coalition is pet the Christians out of the churches and into the precincts. We
build 2 conduit into the churches where we can funnel information in and funnel

people out.”

Anticipating a crucial Supreme Court decision on Roe v. Wade this spring,
the coalition has spent months preparing for pitched battle against the
pro-choice forces in Washington and the state capitals. On the weekend of April
5, as feminist banners filled the Washington Mall, every Christian Coalition
member in the country received an "actiongram” from Reed, urging an immediate
lobbying campaign against the Freedom of Choice Act now pending in Congress. If
passed, it would put a major crimp in the Christian Coalition’s strategy of
restricting abortion rights by winning control of state legislatures. In the
meantime, however, coalition activists will be supplying an abortion litmus test
to every incumbent or insrugent running this year. Electing "our kind of
people,” as Rodgers said last November, "is the most effective form of
lobbying there is."

After distributing hundreds of costly kits and manuals, Rodgers and Reed took
the audience step by step through the process of identifying "pro-family” voters
in their counties with a telephone canvass. It's a massive, tedious job, which

is why the troops were being motivated to start phoning immediately. Rodgers
claimed that 5,000 such "precinct action kits"--each potentially worth hundreds
of names—had already been distributed across the country by Jast fall. Again,
there was a clearly partisan emphasis. "You have to pick and choose,” Rodgers
urged. "You don't do voter ID in a precinct that votes 97 percent Democrat.”
Or, as Reed said, "There are no Dukakis Democrats on our lists. We don’t want
to communicate with them. We dor't even want them to know there's an election.”
Here's how it works. Once the canvasser chooses a traget precinct, the phone
script i quite simple. "Do you usually vote for <Republican> or Democratic
candidates? In 1988, did you support George Bush or Michael Dukakis?” If the
voter answers Democrat and Dukakis, the conversation is politely terminated and
a new voter js dialed. "Now as soon as we know who the Democratic nominee for
'92 is gonna be,” Reed blurted, "we'll be asking that question.”

Then, after a query about abortion {for use in post-Roe state elections), the
canvasser moves briskly to the voter's all-important "issue burden"~the issue
that most bothers that particular voter. This information allows computerized

manipulation of individual voters. With names properly coded, a canned but
seemingly personalized paragraph on any of thirty or forty issues—from
pornographic art to roads and sewers—may then be laser-printed into an
otherwise generic mailing.



When combined with heavily biased "voter guides,” the effect of this
technology can be stunning. The Christian Coalition used precisely those
techniques to elect conservative <Republicans> in seven out of nine State
<Senate> races in the Virginia Beach area. Gleefully recounting the results,

Reed called those local elections "a test that worked brilliantiy." The

Christian Coalition's antiabortion candidates had bamboozled an overwhelmingly
pro-choice electorate by focusing their direct mail and phone canvasses on such
local issues as water shortage, traffic, crime and education.

"Many of our people who were doing this voter ID also happened to be precinct
captains for the <Republican> Party,” Reed explained with a little smile. In
other words, there's an easy way around the laws that prohibit tax-exempt groups
from influencing elections—even on the federal level. "What you can do is
either have the candidate purchase [the voter ID lists] or, as 1 said, if you're
a precinct captain for both the candidate and the coalition ... well, hey,”
he shrugged, "it just so happens you work for two organizations.”

As an examrple, he said, "We're gonna be doing a lot of voter ID in that
California <Senate> [primary] race. We can't take a position, but if [our)
people ID voters on behalf of the Dannemeyer campaign, that's fine with us.”
Gay-bashing Representative William Dannemeyer, now running for the <Senate>
against moderate <Republican> fohn Seymour, is a coalition favorite.

Although the Christian Coalition’s members are deeply immersed in the current
election cycle, Robertson is Jooking well beyond 1992. At the conference,
coalition activists were introduced to the mind-numbing intricacies of becoming
a delegate to the <G.O.P.> convention and, eventually, a member of the
<Republican> National Committee. "Our key objective for Christian Caolition
long term,” confided a California operative, "would be to take control of the
RN.C... Impossible task? Absolutely not. Butitisn't gonna happen unless
every one of you registers as a county central committee member.”

Already several Christian Coalition leaders hold seats on the RN.C,, and
Morton Blackwell, the veteran conservative who is an RN.C. member from
Virginia, is helping Robertson to recruit more. At the conference's closing
banquet Robertson declared his timetable explicitly. "We want to see a working
majority of the <Republican> Party in the hands of pro-family Christians,” he

said, "by 1996 or sooner.”

Robertson's scheme is admittedly not a modest one, and neither is his attempt
{0 unite Protestant fundamentalists, divided among themselves by various
religious doctrines, with conservative Catholic and Eastern Orthodox voters, who
aren't considered "saved.” To achieve it all will require years, not months, of
patient, skillful organizing. But in addition to substantial funding and
dazzling technical prowess, the Christian Coalition prospers from a lack of
competition. Nobody else, right or left, is daring to mount a grass-roots
effort on this scale.

If they succeed, Robertson and his followers will transform the <Republican>
Party into a Christian patriotic front even more authoritarian and bigoted than
today’s <G.O.P.> While he tried to sound like a reasonable conservative in
1988, Robertson now raves about one-worldist plots by the "money elites” of the
Eastern Establishment. His latest book, The New World Order, nails fellow Yalie
Bush as a Trilateralist, thus reviving the age-old conspiracy doctrines that go
back to the Bavarian INluminati. Even worse, the President is an "unwitting
agent” of Lucifer. (Robertson anticipates a "Christian in the White House by
the year 2000.")




Still more disturbing than Robertson's bizarre ideas, however, is the nasty
mood of his followers. The "Road to Victory™ conference ended on the night of

the Louisiana gubematorial election, and as they drifted out of the ciosing
banquet, coalition leaders gathered in the lobby to watch the returns on CNN.

The majority were clearly disappointed by David Duke’s defeat. Among them was
Billy McCormick, the chairman of the Louisiana Christian Coalition, who'd sat at
Robertson's right hand that evening and was introduced as the man who inspired
Pat to found the coalition. McCormick, having supported Duke for governor and
vouched publicly for the neo-Nazi's devout Christianity, has followed
Robertson's lead. He is now the vice chairman of the Bush campaign in

Louisiana.

By November the coalition’s cadre will be conducting their electoral guerilla
tactics on behalf of <Republicans> from Bush down—churning out voter guides,
firing off direct mail, cranking up phone banks. Will Robertson get away with
abusing a tax-exempt organization to pursue his partisan political agenda? The
moderate <Republicans> are scarcely aware of what he's doing, and the Democrats
don't even have a clue.

For the record, Ralph Reed claims that his group does not "advocate the
election or defeat of candidates in our publications, including voter guides.”
He also insists that the "Road to Victory" conference was "non-partisan” and

merely taught participants "how to identify pro-family voters {without regard to
party affiliation or support for candidates), and how to distribute non-partisan
voter guides, which inform voters on where candidates stand on the key issues

facing America.”

Of course, it's the Internal Revenue Service that is supposed to police this
kind of political scam. But the LR.S. is still investigating Pat’s last
venture into tax-free politicking, the defunct Freedom Council, which played an
important role in 1987 preparing the way for his presidential campaign.
Robertson and his cohort don't exactly seem scared. Perhaps they reckon that by
the time the LR.S. or anyone else gets around to auditing the Christian
Coalition, they'll already be canvassing precints for President Quayle.
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S I write on January 15, the Capitol is withdrawn and uneasy, fearful of
terrorism. In the hallways of the Capitol building, the routine banter and



laughter are missing. And ity has tightened: the Capitol police are T
asking all visitors to remove their coats, which are frisked thorough ly.

But over in the Hart <Senate> Office Building's huge hearing room, it's
business as usual: Day 25 of the ethics committee’s investigation into the
dealings between Charles Keating, chief executive of the now-defunct Lincoln

Savings & Loan, and five senators: Democrats Alan Cranston (Calif.), Dennis
DeConcini {(Ariz.), John Glenn (Ohio), and Donald Riegle (Mich.), and
<Republican> John McCain (Ariz.). Special Counsel Robert Bennett and lawyers for
the Keating Five have begun their closing arguments; when they are done, the
panel wiil determine if any of the five men violated <Senate> rules and, if so,

will suggest appropriate punishments, ranging from reprimand to expulsion. The
committee’s verdicts are expected by early March.

The two-month hearings are widely viewed as a bust in terms of both theatrics
and substance. Public interest had waned long before the Gulf war took center
stage. The plodding hearings uncovered little new information about the five
senators’ activities.

In the mid 1980s Mr. Keating had engineered $ 1.3 million in campaign
contributions to the five lawmakers. In return he expected the senators to lean
on federal bank regulators to back off from their investigation into his shaky
institution, which was crippled by poor junk-bond investments and real-estate
speculation. The central event came in April 1987, when the senators met twice
with Federal Home Loan Bank Board examiners, who charge that the senators
pressured them to leave Lincoln alone. Sensing impropriety, Senators McCain and
Glenn quickly withdrew {(as Mr. Bennett recognized when he recommended last

September that they be dropped from the probe). Senators Cranston, DeConcini,
and Riegle, however, continued to press Mr. Keating's case. Eventually the
government was forced to seize Lincoln anyway, at a bailout cost to taxpayers of
$ 2 billion.

But all of that was known already. The only significant information to come
out of the hearings was evidence contradicting Senator Riegle's denial that he
arranged the April 1987 meetings. Mr. Bennett is advising the commitiee to
charge him with perjury.

It may take months for the <Senate> {0 act on the committee’s findings. But
no matter what their colleagues decide, all the Keating senators-except
Cranston, who is retiring-will be fat political targets when re-election time ¢
omes.

The two Keating senators with terms expiring in 1392 are the two most likely
to be found not guilty, Glenn and McCain. Their exoneration, however, will not
prevent tough reelection battles. Back home, both men carry negative ratings
in the mid-50 per cent range, and numerous political foes are considering
challenges. One interesting theory floating around town is that Glenn, should he
believe his name has been cleared, may retire. However, more tarnish has

recently obscured the former astronaut’s once glistening image, as Ohio
newspapers have disclosed that he set up a meeting between Mr. Keating and House
Speaker Jim Wright in early 1988.

Although neither DeConcini nor Riegle faces re-election until 1994, their
future is likewise bleak, particularly if they receive more than a senatorial
wrist-slap. DeConcini will "get life but not the death penalty,” says one pundit




with close Democratic ties, who says Riegle will receive a lesser but
still-harsh punishment. DeConcini, already suffering from negative poll ratings,

has been hurt further by petty attempts to release information embarrassing to

McCain. As for Riegle, who weathered a sex scandal during a tight 1976 <Senate>

race, his negative ratings are not as high, but the perjury allegations and his

poor performance at the hearings are bound to drive them up. »

¥f it winds up with only Democrats officially trapped in a financial scandal,
one would think that <Republicans> would attempt to make the Keating Three a
1992 campaign issue. Not necessarily. Despite the June 1989 resignations of
Speaker Wright and Democratic Whip Tony Coelho over S&L-related activities,
<Republicans> failed to mount any significant 1990 campaign effort to tar the
Democrats with the corruption brush. "If Jim Wright didn't prompt a <GOP>
attack, what will?" asks Charles Cook, editer of one of Washington's most

respected political newsletters. Indeed, Cook believes the Keating scandal, even
if only Democrats are found guilty, will affect the institution of Congress more
than either party. "Something like this would probably hurt all incumbents.”
oy
<Curt Anderson,> coalition director at the National <Republican> Senatorial
Committee, says he and others in the <GOP> "are eager for it to become the
Keating Three affair," but admits to being "cynical about the party’s ability to ’%

use such themes effectively.” <GOP> campaigners charging fiscal hanky-panky by
Democrats would almost certainly meet counterattacks involving the President’s
son, Neil Bush, and the Silverado S5&L mess. And waiting in the ethics
committee’s batter's box is Alfonse DAmato (R., N.Y.) who reportedly
strong-armed HUD officials to steer grants and contracts toward his political

allies. ..—_...J

So even if the Gulf war ends in short order and the American people are ready
to turn their attention back home, don't look for this to turn out as anything
but the Keating Fizzle.
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LIKE SOME beach-front property owner struggling with a sea-wall, the
<Republican> Party entered this election year hoping to hold its own in
Congress, or maybe even improve its position somewhat. <Republican> hopes rested
on some basic political arithmetic. It is an old axiom of political lore that
the party in the White House gets clobbered in off-year elections. Old, yet
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misleading-for the clobberings dft unevenly distributed. Most of the great™
in-party debacles of the modern era-1938, 1946, 1958, 1966, 1574-occurred in the
sixth year of an eight-year cycle. After only two years in office, the party

that holds the White House tends to lose modestly in Congress or even to gain a

few <Senate> seats. (The recession election of 1982 was an exception, from which
the <Republican> contingent in the House has not yet recovered.)

<Republicans> wanted badly to do well this fall, in order to be in 2 good
position for 1992. That election will be the political equivalent of a Wall
Street triple witching hour: it will be a presidential year; it will be the
first election with the new congressional districts based on the 1950 census;
and it is bound to be a year with a record number of open seats, since the grace
period allowing congressmen to take their unspent campaign war chests with them
into retirement will have expired. The <GOP> would dearly like to enter that
election at something better than a nadir.

It was hard to imagine, finally, how the <Republican> position could erode
much further, at least as far as the House was concerned. The one good thing
about hitting bottom is that there's no way to ge but up.

This was the oddsmaker’s view of the election. As the campaign season has
progressed, the odds have been changed, as they always are, by the influence
of issues. It Jooks, as of August, as if the <Republicans> could still pick up
some ground, or at least not lose much. But the hope is uncertain, in part
because the <Republicans> have undercut themselves. Ten months ago, the issue

that had <Republicans> spooked like sheep under a helicopter was abortion.
Marshall Coleman and Jim Courter, the party’s gubernatorial candidates in
Virginia and New Jersey, had fudged and fudged their anti-abortion records, and
still they went down before the assault by the National Abortion Rights Action
League (NARAL). After years of saying that abortion belenged in the voting
booths, not the courts, <Republicans> discovered that the voters seemed to want
to deep-six anti abortion candidates. The party had seen the future and it

looked like Lynn Martin and Claudine Schneider, the pro-abortion <Republican>
representatives running for the <Senate> in Nllinois and Rhode Islard,
respectively. Lee Atwater hastily pitched the big tent.

The panic began to lift in April, when Pennsylvania's Democratic pro-life
gevernor, Robert Casey, turned back a pro-choice primary challenge. So did each
of the pro-lifers in the Pennsylvania legisiature that the NARALites had
targeted. Equally important, Peg Luksick, a pro-life housewife from Harrisburg,
made an underfinanced, last-minute run in the <GOP> primary against Barbara
Hafer, the handpicked pro-choice candidate, and managed to get 46 per cent of
the vote. The press downplayed the story, but the Beliway took note. The new
conventional wisdom acknowledged that Coleman and Courter had lost because of
their fudging, not their records. Opposing abortion was not necessarily
life-threatening after all. "So long, silver bullet,” wrote the Washington

Post's Mark Shields.
——c————————y

That doesn't mean that the party's waffling won't hurt it. Socially
conservative Democrats like the Casey supporters in Pennsylvania-who usually
don't have Democratic Caseys to vote for-may simply sit the election out. If the
<GOP> as a whole projects an image that "abortion is not important to it," says
Paul Weyrich of the Free Congress Foundation, "the conservative swing voter will
think it's not worth it" to bestir himself. Some <Republicans> try to tumn the
prospect of a generally low turnout around by arguing that pro-life
organizations should mobilize. "To the extent an ideologically focused group can

Ty




get its people out” for pro-life candidates, says <Curt Anderson of the>
<Republican Senate> Committee, "it will have more effect this year than it
otherwise would.” The <GOP's> Silver Bullet

IF THE <Republican> gun held a silver bullet coming into this campaign, it
was taxes. The press had played the victory of California’s Proposition
111-aproposal to raise money for highway improvement through a
five-cent-per-gallon gas tax-as the end of the tax revolt, but this was
premature. Colorado, Nlinois, Nebraska, Oregon, and that old hotbed,
Massachusetts, all have anti-tax measures on the ballot, some of them quite
sweeping-Colorado's would require a direct popular vote on tax increases. And in

New Jersey, Governor James Florio's sweeping tax hikes have been met with
ferocious resistance. All Proposition 111 proved was that voters were willing to
raise specific levies for specific purposes. Resentiment of property taxes and
income taxes was still strong. Tapping into it was especially helpful for
<Republican> social liberals like Lynn Martin, who needed a way to energize
conservative supporters. Then George Bush melted the bullet. <Republican>
candidates responded with cries of, "George Who?" (Senatorial candidates cried
it a little less vigorously, since they depend on George Who for those $ 250,000
fundraisers.) But the <Republicans'> rhetorical difficulties have become
immense: "The President has matured on the tax issue,"” Senator Democrat will
say, "and in time you will too." <Republican> fundraising has also suffered,
though the <Republican> National Committee will deny it vigorously. We've
gotten fundraising pieces back with lips drawn on them,"” a gnome confided to me.
Still, <Republicans> hope to get some mileage out of spending; if George Bush
had a <Republican> Congress, so the argument runs, we wouldn't have to talk
about raising taxes. But, as Jude Wanniski points out, this old <Republican>
strategy plays into an equally old Democratic one. "Democrats love to be blasted
as spenders, because their constituents want money to be spent on them.”

S&L Bombshell

THE POLITICAL world is treating the S&L bailout as if it were the silver
fragmentation bomb. Incumbents are expected to be hurt by it whether or not they
had ties to the industry. Congressmen with small majorities are especially

endangered: Oregon <Republican> Denny Smith, for example, who beat state
legislator Mike Kopetski by only 707 votes, pre-5&L, and who now must face
Kopetski again; or the aging llinois Democrat Frank Annunzio, facing Walter
Dudyez. But if the issue hurts all incumbents, and since more incumbents are
Demaocrats, doesn't it benefit the <GOP?> Think again. Because of gerrymandering,
notes Burton Pines of the Heritage Foundation, more House Democrats than House
<Republicans> win with majorities in the 65 per cent range. "If there is an
across-the-board, damn-the-incumbents mood, it may hurt <Republicans> more,
because of the smaller cushion,” says Pines, "<Republicans> have to make the
issue cronyism: No one came to us, because we didn't run the committees.” The
<GOP> may yet conclude that it drove Jim Wright and Tony Coelho from office a
year early. Hence its efforts to re-Democratize the scandal by shrinking the
Keating Five (which includes one <Republican> senator, John McCain) to the more
egregious Keating Three (all Democrats-Alan Cranston, Dennis DeConcini, Donald
Riegle-none of whom, however, is up this year).

It is hard to point to <Senate> races where taxes have become a cutting
issue. But the knives are out on abortion. The big race here is lowa, where
pro-life <Republican> Tom Tauke has drawn the battle lines clearly against the




Democratic incumbent Tom Harkin (see "Lazy Days, Busy Pols,” NR, July 23). Ditto

in Michigan, where the challenger, Representative Bill Schuette, takes a hard
line on abortion, in sharp contrast to the incumbent, Democrat Carl Levin. The

Nebraska Coalition for Life, which had previously supported Democratic incumbent

James Exon, has switched to former Representative Hal Daub, in part because of
Exon's vote against Judge Bork. In Kentucky, the Democratic challenger, Harvey
Sloane, who converted to pro-abortion early this year, is having his commercials
prepared by the same folks who flacked for the Virginia victor, Douglas Wiider,
last year. But this time the <Republican,> incumbent Mitch McConnell, is ready
for the attack, if it comes. The <Republican> Party made a concerted effort to
recruit the strongest possible <Senate> candidates. Several representatives with
safe-ish seats chose to try to step up. This affects the <GOP's> House

prospects, since four of them-Lynn Martin, Claudine Schneider, Tom Tauke, and
Patricia Saiki, the only <Republican> ever elected to the House from
Hawaii-represent districts carried by Michael Dukakis and, thus, possible
Democratic pickups. Several House contests are replays of races that resulted in
narrow Democratic victories in 1988-Philip Sharp (D.) v. Mike Pence (R.} in
Indian2; Bill Hefner (3.} u. Ted Bianton (R.) and James Clarke (D.) v. Charles
Taylor (R.) in North Carolina. Two freshmen, Jolene Unsoeld (D., Wash.) and
Craig James (R., Fla.), won last time by less than a thousand votes, while Tommy
Robinson carried his Arkansas district with a solid 83 per cent-though he has

switched parties (Democratic to <Republican)> in the meantime. There will be a
lot more such switches, 1 am told, if <Republicans> do well in the next few

years. This is only about the eightieth time I've heard the story about the
Switching Democrats, but I pass it along, as I would the latest Bigfoot

sighting.

The fact is, no one is going to be switching to anything if the <Republicans>
can't gain the initiative now. Bush could still retrieve the tax issue, Pines
suggested, by announcing, "1 put this on the table, and the Democrats haven't,
done anything.” Wanniski thinks Saddam Hussein might make a handy peg: the
possibility of an oil shock means that "now everything has changed. Bush could
ask Congress to dust off the capital-gains tax in the fa)), that George Mitchell
and Bill Bradley blocked. Either Mitchell would permit it, or not. If he did"
the tax-cutters would win the vote. If he didn't, we'd have a true Reaganaut
argument.” It is even conceivable that the Gulf crisis itself could beost
<Republican> prospects, though foreign policy is traditionally remnote from
congressional politicking.

In fact, Bush's future relations with Congress look much like his future
relations with Irag-a tense stalemate against a dug-in, powerful foe. Try to
build a wall against that.
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THE INSIDE-OUTSIDE BATTLE ABOUT SEATING JUDGE BCRK
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As prospects for the Supreme Court confirmation of Judge Robert H. Bork
collapse around them, the Adminis tration and its conservative allies are
already positioning themselves for a fractious "Who lost Bork?” debate if the
nominee fails.

White House aides have begun complaining ~ first privately and now in print
~ that the conservative lobby groups are not pushing hard enough for Bork. "1
think," said one senior White House aide, "some of the opponent groups are more
committed to trying to sway public opinion than the proponents.”

Meanwhile, conservatives are complaining that White House Chief of Staff
Howard H. Baker Jr. waited too long to launch Administration efforts for Bork,
allowing liberal opponents to take an early initiative they never relinquished.
While President Reagan vacationed in August, Bork’s opponents were ready and
"they really hit hard,” admitted the White House aide. "It took us some time to
get ourselves in a position where we were ready to respond.”

These complaints whizzing back and forth testify to the White House
difficulty in coordinating two distinct elements of its campaign — the inside
game of wooing senators, and the oulside game of moving public opinion and
activating their conservative base. The problem is both simple and intractable:
Though the White House wants conservative social and religious groups to rally
behind Bork, it fears their embrace will repel moderate senators who hold the
key swing votes.

Liberal groups worked fiercely to generate public resistance to the
nomination ~ while trying to avoid becoming a target. They have succeeded on
the first count, helping move public apinion against Bork. But their visibility
has allowed <Senate Republicans> to score points in the inside game by attacking
"special interests” opposing Bork.

So on the eve of this week's expected <Senatr> Judiciary Committee vote, the
White House and Bork's <Senate> opponents find themselves with a similar
problem: both need their supporters’ zeal, and both fear it. They are in this
conundrum because the Bork battle has no precedent. No one knows the rules for a
Supreme Court nomination battle fought as if it were a national plebiscite
because np one has ever run such a campaign before. Even the institutional
lobbying surrounding President Richard M. Nixon's nominations of Clement F.
Haynsworth Jr. and G. Harrold Carswell -- the last two Supreme Court nominees
defeated -~ seems quaint next to the feral struggle over Bork. Nor have Reagan’s
other Supreme Coutrt nominees fired such passions; only elevating William H.
Rehnquist to chief justice drew sustained opposition, mostly on the inside.

"} think this is unprecedented, to use the media to help shape public opinion
(on a Supreme Court nomination),” said Arthur J. Kropp, executive director of
People for the American Way, a liberal lobbying group that last week completed
a $725,000 media campaign against Bork.

Almost from the day Bork was nominated, the White House has been unable to
find a message that both advances its cause inside the <Senate> and excites its
natural allies. When Bork was named, conservative leaders erupted with
millennnial joy: Christian Voice, an evangelical organization, proclaimed that




Bork’s confirmation "may be ourEast chance . . . to ensure future decades wi
bring morality, godliness and justice back into focus.”

But the congressional veterans gathered in the White House around Baker, a
former <Senate> majority leader, initially saw that enthusiasm as a problem, not
an asset. To their view, the right's portrayal of Bork as the answer to its
prayers only buttressed the left's portrayal of him as a conservative ideologue.
Almost immediately, Baker's insiders decided that an ideologically polarized
battle wouldn't get Bork through a Democratic <Senate> and they began to
position him as a moderate. Surprisingly, conservatives tailored their public
statements accordingly.

But that was not an easy message to sell their supporters. Though
conservative groups have produced piles of mail supporting Bork — winning the
battle of the post card in many states — they were unable to raise the money
for media campaigns comparable to those funded by his opponents. Bork supporters
expected that role to be filled by a group called We the People, formed by
California <GOP> consultant Bill Roberts. Roberts figured to raise $2.5 million
from Reagan loyalists for an advertising campaign in key swing states. But the
big money never arrived and, so far, the group has only purchased print
advertisernents in Oregon and Massachusetts.

In part, the fund-raising problems of Bork's supporters reflect the decline
of the conservative financial base in the waning months of the Reagan era. But
conservative activists argue persuasively that the White House strategy of
selling Bork as a moderate accentuated their problems. "They are just taking it
too far, to the point where anybody can ask, 'Why are we getting excited about
him?" " says <Curt Anderson,> president of Coalitions for America, an umbrella
conservative group.

Opponents, on the other hand, have had no trouble exciting people. The White
House tactics left all the emotional arguments for the left. Even before Bork
was nominated, libera) groups thoroughly researched his record and culled his
most controversial views; as soon as Reagan tapped him they were ready with
attacks ranging in tone from incendiary to apocalyptic. Because the White House
strategy demanded that conservatives skirt such emotional issues as abortion,
they were left to respond with civics-book arguments about Bork’s
qualifications.

This disparity in tone —~ widened by the disparity in money — has enabled
the opponents to control the public debate. But that victory may yet create
problems on the inside, for many senators seem uncomfortable with vehement
lobbying over a judicial nomination. Repeated assertions by Sen. Orrin G. Hatch
{R-Utah) and Sen. Alan K. Simpson (R-Wyo.) ~ that opposition to Bork reflects
the power of special interest groups -~ clearly frightens some wavering
senators. Several Judiciary Committee members have delivered self-conscious
speeches insisting they won't be swayed by lobbying or the polls — they sound a
little like Claude Rains discovering gambling at Rick's in "Casablanca.” But in
private, the senators are often just as concerned that a vote against Bork will
be seen as weakness, not independence. "There seems to be almost an overreaction
to what happened to Walter Mondale in being perceived as a captive of the
special interests, and the feminists, and the gays, and the abortionists,” said Kropp.

Ironically, the White House has offered opponents the way out of that box. By
repositioning Bork as a moderate, they gave senators a safe reason to vote
against him: his unpredictability. Sanding the edges off of Bork was a
textbook insider's move. It reflected Baker's instincts — his preference for
discreet inside lobbying over noisy outside pressure -- as much as his vote
count. Moderation may have been Bork's only chance for confirmation in this
<Senate.> But so far these tactics seem to have lost votes.

. Tty



The Administration may still be hoping Reagan can win over enough senators,
one by one, to push Bork through. But after former Sen. Slade Gorton (R-Wash.)
was defeated last fall because he traded his vote on a judicial nomination,
senators will be wary of cutting deals on Bork. With the vote running against
him, these next few weeks will test Baker's reputation as the master of the
inside game. If his maneuvers fail to put Bork on the high court, get ready for
the firestorm from the conservative outsiders who have never quite found a place
in the White House strategy.
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=% hen 1 slipped imo the
national leadership
m:eting of Pat Roben-
son's Christian Coali-
tion, T thought T knew
wha! :o cxpcct ¥'d writlen many siories
gbout the Religious Right. But I was un-
prepared for what I saw, heard and felt
nside Roberison’s Virginia Beach, Va.,
headquarters for two days in November
during the “Road to Victory™ Conference
and Stategy Briefing.

The historic Louisiana governor’srace
was reaching its climax. Men and women

A Special Repori
From Inside
The Pat Robertson
Political Machine

nization of the 19%0s.
Signaling the importance of the
Roberison Republicans, the keynote ad-

crowded around televisions, awailing the * Alress was given by Vice President Dan
~ Quayle. Quayle had brushed aside re-

tlectoral fate of neo-Nazi Repubdlican
David Duke. Although Pai Robertson de-
nounced racis and Naziism 1o reporters
outside the conference, inside there were
open expressions of support for Duke,
fromthe ordinary membership to the lead-
ership. (I saw only five biacks out of 800
delegates.) For many there was grim dis-
appointment at Duke’s defeat.

I was also swprised to see a rapidly
growing, technofogically sophisticated
religio-political organization, built
largely from Roberison's 1988 presiden-
tial campaign. Christian Coalition activ-
ists ar¢ working to take over the Republi-
can Party from the grassroois up, while
eleciing night-to-life conservative Chris-
tian Republicans 10 public office at al}
levels, They view George Bush and “es-
tablishment™ Republicans as their princi-
pal opponents and believe themselves di-
vinely appoinied 1o take power and rule
the United States,

Lalsoheard Coalition teaders gleefully

describe—from the podium-—political -

activities that are clearly unethical, if not
illegal.

Founded in October 1989, the Coali-
ton now claims 150,000 members and
210 focal chaplers in 38 states, Many
“members™ are just direct mail contribu-
tors. Nevertheless, it is quickly becoming
the major Religious Right political orga-

i
!

quests that he cancel the speech because
Robertsen’s Founders Inn discriminates
in hiring on the basis of religion—only
bern-again Christians are allowed to work
at the hotel. 1gnoring the controversy, the
vice president spoke at an Inn banquet
hall, a sione’s throw from Roberison’s
Christian Broadcasting Network (CBN)
headquarters and a swrol} 10 Regent Uni-
versity, of which the religious broadeaster
is chancellor.

Quayle said we were gathered that day
because he, the president and the Coali-
tion. have shared vaiues of “faith, family,
and freedom™ and that together we would
defear“the liberals™ and re-¢lect Bush. He
s5aid the firs: siep isto*'make 1992 the year
of pro-family values ™ Other panty leaders
speaking or present included Sen. Jesse
Helms (R-N.C.), Rep. Guy Vander Jagt
(R-Mich.), Rep. Roben X. Doman {R-
Calif.}and Rep. William Dannemeyer (R-
Calif), as well as Christian Right Jeaders
Phyllis Schlafly, Gary Bauer and Chris-
tian Reconstructionis! author George
Grant.

Muth of the Virginia Beach confer-
ence consisted of “how to” presentations
on tha mechanics of efectoral and internal
Republican Party politics. One session
was divided into regional briefings on
how to become delegates to the Republi-

can National Convention. There was a
single caucus for how 1o become a gdel-
egate w0 the Democratic Convention, but
0o one came,

At this gathering, 1 quickly feamed, a
denunciation of “the liberals™ usually re-
ferred 1o George Bush, California Gov,
Peiz Wilson and the Republican National
Commitiee. “The far lefi” meant the
Democratic Pany.

One panel titled “Tuming Out the
Christian Voie in 19927 presented two
field-tested election tactics: voter identifi-
cation (“voter D) programs and “voters’
guides.”

“We don't have 1o worry about con-
vincing a majority of Americans to agree
with us,” declared Guy Rodgers, the
Coalition"s national field director. “Most

o them are siaying home and watching

*‘Falcon Crest.*™

Even in & high tun-ow presidential
election year, Rodgers explained, only 15
percent of the eligible voters determine
the oulcome. Of all eligible adults, only
about 60 percent are actually regisiered.
Only half of those cast ballats. “S0,” he
continued, “only 30 percent of the eligible
volers actually vote, Therefore, omly 15
percent of the eligible vowers determing
the outcome,

“In low turn-put elections,” he con-
cludad, “city council, swate legislature,
county commissions—ihe percentige of
the eligible volers who determines who
wins can be as low as 6 or 7 percent.”

The Coalition’s imaginative executive
director, Ralph Reed, describes the

~"group’s voter mobilization programas ifit

were a covert military operation: “I wami
to be invisible,” he told one reporter. “1do
guerillawarfare, 1 paintmy face and travel

Frederick Clarkson is an investigative
Journalist based in Washington, D.C,
who frequently writes about the Religious
Right.
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g1 night. You don’t know it's over until
you're in 8 body bag. You don’t know
until election night.”

By this standard, election night in No-
vernber was 8 body bag bonanza for the
Robenison Right as they took seven seats
for State Senale and House of Delegates
from the Virginiz Beach area, One recent
Regent University graduste defeateda 20-
year incumbent Democrat.

Describing the group's voter ID pro-
gram, Reed explained that volunteers
would telephone into pre-selected pre-
¢incts and say “I'm taking an informal
survey” for the Christian Coalition. Then,
four quick questions: Did you vote for
Dukakis or Bush? Are you a Republican
or a Democrat?

“If they snswered, ‘Dukakis, Demo-
crat’ that was the end of the survey,”
Iaughed Reed, “We didn’t even write
them down. We don't want 1o communi-
cate with them, We don't even want them
1o know there"s an election going on. I'm
serious. We don’t want them to know.”

The third question, if respondents got
that far, was do you favor restrictions on
abortion? And finally, what is the rmost
important issue facing Virginia Beach?

The Coalition used the data to create a
compuier file on each voter, with survey
answers coded according 10 43 “issu¢ bur-
dens.” The ID"d voters would thenmyste-
riously receive a letter from the
Coalition"s candidate: Computer-gener-
a1zd, laser-printed and individually tai-
lored to one’s “issue burden™—crime,
education, traffic, eic. If the voter hap-
pened tobe pro-choice, the letter wouldn't
mention abortion. *I'l] take the voles of
the pro-abortion Republicans™ to get anti-
abortion Republicans in, Reed admiued.
In fzc1, Reed said only 28 percent of his
targeted volers identified themselves as
anti-abortion.

This signals a significant shift from the
! grandiose Christian Right notion of &
. “moral majority.” The Robertson forces
sre & self-conscious minority seeking
! power through smart utilization of politi-
- cal campaign technology and the institu-
. tions of democracy.

Reed szid ane Democrat attempied to
make an issue of Pat Robertson’s contri-
butions to political candidates. “But

people didn™t care if Pat Robertson had
given money to anyone,” Reed gloated.
“They wanted betier roads, etc.... We
knew i1, He didn’1. We won. He lost. It's
that simple.”

Amidst the braggadocio about clever
tactics, a “Christian” variety of dirty poli-
tics sometimes showed. On the moming
of the Virginia Beach election, Reed per-
sonally wenl to the largest precinct and
told voters he was with an “independent,
ouiside organization” unconnecied (o ei-
ther campaign, doing exit polling for
“laier broadcast.” The Republican was
josing, so Coalition activists called every-

which are usually biased comparisons of
candidate views or records. The Chnistian
Coalition of Florida distribmed 1.5 mi)-
lion of them in 1990, primarily by ship-
ping them in bawches of about 30010 4,000
churches selected from a purchased list of
11,000. (Coalition acivisis also oblained
church membership lists and cross-refer-
enced them against lists of registered Re-
publicans as pari of a voler ID project in
ceniral Fiorida.)

During the Virginia Beach gathering,
Ralph Reed told an inside story from the
1990 U.S. Senate race in North Carolina,
Helms called Pat Roberison aweek before

one on their precinct list and got their
candidate down to the polling place to
greet voters. Ultimately, he won.

Reedtriedto explain how the Coalition
could do such parisan work. He ex-
plained: *We alsocontrol the Second Dis-
trict Republican Party. So many of our
people who were doing this voter ID were
also (Republican) precinct captains....So
if they shared some of this voier ID
information...we really didn't care.” Per-
sonifying this political incestuousness is
PatRobertson®s son Gordon, whois secre~
tary treasurer of the Coalition and also
Republican chairman in Virginia's Sec-
ond Congressional District.

The other wing ofthe Coalition's strat-
egy for 1992 is the use of “voter guides™

the election 1o ask for heln. Reed reported,
“7 had access to the internal tracking, and
i know [Helms] was down by § points. So
Pat called me up and said, ‘We've got o
kick into action.” Bouom lint is..five
days fater we put three quarters of & mil-
lion voters® guides in churches across the
state of Nonth Carolina and Jesse Helms
wasre-tlected by 100,000 vores out 0f 2.2
million casi.” “We™ said Reed, also r-ads
over 30,000 phone calls.

Unlike Florida, the North Carolina
Coalition activists tried o insert voter
guidesinto church bulletins on the Sundxy
before the election. Where that failed,
they leafletted at carefully chosen spots
just outside church parking lots. “The
press had no idea what we were doing,”

CHURCH & STATE JANUARY 1992
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added CC's Sonthern Regional Director

. Judy Haynes, “and they sull don't know

what we did. But it worked.”

The Coalition is expecting a similar
impact in North Carolina in 1992. Haynes
organized a meeting last October, and
according 10 Reed, “All five Senate candi-
dates, announced and unannounced, came
10 meet with our key county eoordina-
tors.” Al were Republicans, of course;
Sen. Terry Sanford, the Democratic in-
cumbent, is the target.

The Christian Coalition claims it is an
*issues-oriented” organization of
“Evangelicals, pro-family Catholics and
theirallies” working 10 “reverse the moral
decline in America and reafTirm our godly
beritage.” But at the November meeting
there was linle talk about issues. This
conference was devoted to electoral poli-
tics, the mechanics of laking over the
Republican Pany and Coalition chapter
development.

Former Reagan White House Domes-
tic Policy chief (and now head of James
Dobson's Family Research Council) Gary
Bauer said, “Obviously this conference’is

—#bout the 1992 elections.” And the reason
this and other elections are impontant, he
&dded, is because “we are engaged in a
social, political and cultural civil war.”

Three members of the Republican Na-
tional Committes explained the hows and
whys of becoming an RNC member. One
Coalition leader told me that he expecisa
conservative Christian majority on the
RNC in the next few years.

Several speakers stressed that it is time
1o stop thinking like outsiders andbeginto
be insiders intergsied in power and gover-
nance. This dynamic was played out in an
interesting way when sympathetic staff
from the Republican House and Senate
campaign committees addressed the gath.
ering.

The party is supposed 10 be neutral in
party primaries-—especially when thereis
2 Republican incumbent. However, Cun
Anderson of the National Republican
Senatorial Committee warned sgainst
“pro-family” candidates splitting the vote
in GOP primaries where moderate Repub-
Licans are also nmning. In Califomnia,
where Democrat Alan Cranston is retir-
ing, a Republican primary fight is under

way. Said Anderson, “It is really impor-
1ant that we wnderstand who's pro-life and
who's pro-family and who's conservative
in that primary” between TV commenta-
tor Bruce Herschenson and U.S. Rep.
Tom Campbell. “Anybody whe has the
resources.. betier pay attention 1o that pri-
mary,” Anderson insisied, “and helip out
Mr. Herschenson.”

Observed Ralph Reed, “F wanna 12l}
va, I deal with Curt Anderson on 8 daily
basis, and...he shares your values and he
shares your outlook....He’s really our best
friend at the Senatorial Commitize ™

Said Anderson, “1 have never consid-
ered mysell a party-first guy”~—-an atti-
tude which he believes has *no integrity.”

Meanwhile, the complicity beiween
the Republican Party, individual candi-
dates ang the Christian Coalition may be
, Creating violations of the Coalition’s tax
{ Status, As a 501(cX4) organization under
| the Internal Revenue Service Code, the

Coalition is non-profit and tax-exempt,
although donations 1o it are nol deductible
by contributors. lt can do things like lobby
on legislation, produce voter guides and
wage other political activities,

RS repulations abouwt candidate en-
dorsements are somewhat ambiguous, but
they clearly forbid a 501(c}{4) organiza-
tion 1o have partisan politics asits primary
undenaking. One IR S official told Church
& Siate that pantisan politicking may not
exceed 49 percent of the group’s endeav-
ors. If my experience at the Virginia
Beach meeting is any indication, partisan
political activitics clearly consiiwe al-
mostall of the Christian Coalition’s work,

Playing fast and loose with the IRS
rules got a similar Roberison group in
trouble 2 few years ago. According 1o
1987 reponts by The Washington Post and
syndicaied columnist Michael McManus,
Robersan poured some S8.5 mitfion from

i his Christian Broadeasting Network imoa
| | groupcalied The Freedom Council during
i L ihe 1880s. The Council osumsnbly sought
to mobilize “Christians” into politics.
However, several former Council execu-
tives now admit that it fronted for Robert-
son's electoral ambitions.

The Post reported that among many
actions of dubious legatity, Robertson
“used the tax-exempt Freedom Council—

( 24

funded by millions of dollars from CRN—
to help elect his supporters in Michigan’s
GOP convention delegate selection pro-
cess.” As McManus wrote in 1987, “fi js
illegal for a non-profit organization like
CBN to give money for the direct or ingdi-
rect benefit of a person running for politi-
cal office.”

When the IRS began investigating The
Freedom Council, Robertson shut it
down. Five years later, the IRS is stil}
investigating,

Many veterans of The Freedom Coun-
cil and the Roberison campaign are active
in The Christian Coalition, Among these
is the Rev. Billy McCormack, one of
Robertson’s closest political associates
and the Coaliuon’s state director in Loui-
siana. One of the first pzople Robenson
recruited for the Council, McComack
served as a regional coordirator. He
played a similar role in the Robertson
presidential bid.

McCormack introduced Robertson at
the Christian Coalition’s closing bangquet
in November. Be said ihat in the wwo
centuries since Washingtonand Jefferson,
“The forces of evil have coalesced.
They've formed a wmighty tide of ap-
proaching destruction. Providentially,
God has raised up {another) man from
Virginia to lead America in the re-discov-
ery of its soul.”

McCormack also epitomizes the
Coalition’s hidden Duke dimension. A
Duke for Governor campaign spokesman
claimed their candidaze had the suppornt of
the Coalition"s Louisiana affiliate. State
lezder McCormack declined 10 commem
atthe time, but informed sources have told
me he was prevented from making a for-
mal endossement orly by lasi-minute
arm-twisting by other Robenison allies.

Thus, it is important to note that, ¢-
cording 10 a New York Times poll, Duke
received seven out of ten voles cast by
white evangelicals in the Louisiana
governor's race. Now that Duke is nn-
ning in the Republican presideniial prima-
ries, newly uncloseled Duke supporiers
may emerge from the Coalition.

Robenson himself, usuzlly smilingly
avuncular, displayed a terrifying, par-
noid and messianic vision of current and
future events during 2 banquet speech that
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was greeted with cheers and standing ova-
tions from the assoned Christian Coali-
tion potivisis. Atacking “humanism” as
communism’s “sister,” he clpimed that
America is under assault from its own
leaders. .

“When the failed monstrosity of
Russia...wentl gown, so did the so-called
elites of the United States,” he declared.
“They just don't know it yer.”

A fnancia) collapse in the Soviet
Union that will affzct the rest of the world
is imminent, Roberison said, “And while
this is going on, we are hearing noises
sbout & New World Order.” He claimed
that the “United Nations is going to rule
the world...We're io cede the sovercignty
of America 1o this organizaton. One
world currency. One world army. One
world court systetn, very possibly, And it
can happen overnight.

“The elitzs,” Roberison said, “have
wrned against themselves and have tried
to destroy the very society from which

they drew their nunure. The academic
elites, the money elites and the govern-
ment elites, tumned on their own society.
And into that void stzps an organization
called the Christian Coalition.”
Robertson envisions the Coalition ar-

rayed against “Satanic forces,”™ saying, -
" social conservatism but also free enter-

“We are not coming up againstjust human
beings to beat them in eleciions. We're
going 10 b2 coming up apainst spinitual

warfare. And if we're not aware of what

we're fighting, we will Jose.™
Robentson credited MceCormack with

Coalition provides a8 militantly sectar-
:ian—only Christians of the “right” sont
are welcome—political vehicle for

_Robenson and his aliies. Italsoprovidesa
~convenient, if unstable, umbrella group

for a strange range of opinion. 1t is home
not only to srains of back-to-the-Bible

prise (even liberarian) economics and a

! kind of nativisi fascism.

calling on him 1o form the Coalition from
the Robertson forces’ preceding venlures,

lestthe ime and money they had invested,
“be for naught.” Remarked Roberison,
“He said there are people by the hundreds
of thousands around the country who are
waiting to rally 1o leadership. And 1 said,
‘Well, Billy, I’B pray about it.” And as 1
did, it was ciear that what he said was
right”

. Whatdoesall thisrnean? The Christian

i

The Coalition is held together by
agreemnent on 8 few issues, chansmatic
leaders like Robertsonand Reed, an incly-
sive grassroots strategy and periodic de-
nunciations of “The Evil One,” who, of
course, is represented by the group’s en-
emies, from “Teddy Kennedy” 10 George
Bush. -

Despite the Coalition’s strengths, itisa
volatile mix that is certain to make 1992
much more interesting, and dishrbing,
than the conventional wisdom i$ ready 1o
believe.

Believe. Q
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Televised action meetings bring
conservative groups together

By George Archibald

WASHINGTON T™ES ; -1 3 -ﬂ
National pro-fanily and religious
crganizations have inzugurated
monthly televised meetings in Wash-
ington linked up with conservauve
activist groups across the country.

erica’s leader,

Loalitians for America’s
Paul Weyrich, was host 1orepresent-
“gtives o? about 40 national groups at
his new Capitol Hill television studie
Tuesday evening for a cable TV
bhookup by satellite with state and
lncal political conservatives in 20
commaunities from coast to coast.

“They're action meetings” Mr.
Weyrich sajd. The monthly tejecon-
ferences featuring members of Con-
gress and other Right-oriented lead-
ers are intended to orchestrate
pressure on Congress and the ad-
minjstration on social and cultural
issues, he said.

On Tuesday, the groups heard
from:

o Sen. Larry Craig, Idaho Repub-
lican, on his aiternative proposal 1o
rozndatory parentai-leave legisla-
ton being pushed by congressional
Democrats.

o Rep. John Duncan, Tennessee
Republican, on his bill to exclude im-
migrants who test posirive for AIDS.

o Rep. Wiiliam Dannemeyer, Cali-
fornia Republican, on his effort o

extend a ban on federally supported
research that involves harvesting of
fetal tissue snd prgans for human
transplants.

Mr, Dannemeyer said the fetal tis-
sue barn is opposed by Rep. Henry
Warxmnan, California Democrat and
chairman of the Energy and Com-
merce subcommitice on health,
whom he called “a very worthy ad-
versary”

Two conservative Texas law-
makers on the subcommirttee —
Demgocrat Ralph Hall and Republi-
cen Jack Fields — are wavering on
the fetal experimentation izsue, Mr.
Danpemeyer said, adding, “My
guessis it will be fought on the floor™

Mz Weyrich called on activists o
flood Congress with telephone calls
and lerters on behalf of Mr. Danne-
meyer’s amendment to the National
Institutes for Health funding au-
thorization bill. He s=id the White
House supports the ban on fetal tis-
sue experimentation.

Last year, House Republican X

Whip Newt Gingrich of Georgia (i
started an “American Oppomuﬂum
Workshop” political telecast with
funding {rom his political action
committee. But the effort was dis-
continued after a few programs.
The houriong teleconference by
Coalitions for America uses a format
similar to CNN's “Larry King Live,”

1o do coalitions,”
Schwartz co-host “;i;lﬁel‘gr el
e telecasts, b Fg_

with viewers telephoning in ques-
tions.

Nsational conservative group rep-
resentatives in the Washington stu-
dio audience also question invited
guests, participate in the discussion
and accept assignments for polifical
action.

Groups participating include the
Family Research Council, a division
of the 2 million-member Focus on
the Family broadcast ministry; Ea-
gle Forum; Concerned Women for
America; the National Right to Life
Committee; the National Associ-
ation of Evengelicals; the Southern
Baptist Convention's Christian Life
Commission; and the Christian Le-
gal Defense Foundation

“We're providing a model for
them [grass-rools conservative
groups] 3o that they will learn how

said Mich
eyTich

” after the street where
eynch's group was founded.

“We give them information and di-
rection on national igsues,” Mr.
Schwarn seid. “Some of the groups,
such as right-to-life, have distinct
agendas, but by meeting in the same
room they learn how to cooperate
with one snother to increase their
strength”
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The Covert Tactics and Overt Agenda
of the New Christian Right

Kate Cornell

When Pat Buchanan, echoed by a Christian Right chorus,
declared “religious war™ at the Republican National Conven-
tion, there were those who shrugged off the announcement as
the last irrelevant gasp of a moribund movement. The scof-
fers failed to recognize the battle cry of a serious poliiical
organization which has been quietly and systematicaily or-
ganizing from the grassroots up. The Christian Right, led by
televangelist Pat Robertson’s Christian Coalition, now stands
at the thresheld of major political power in the United States.

In large part, the media and political pros dismissed
Robertson’s declaration because they could dismiss the
power of the messenger himself, and in that assessment
they were partielly corsect.

}

who calculate policy based on clout, undersiood that flaw in
the top-heavy architectuse of the Christian Right and were
able 1o ignore much of its agenda during the Reagan-Bush
years. Reagan and Bush, for example, paid lip service 1o s
constitutional amendment for school prayer, but never
pushed it. Supreme Court appointiacnts notwithstanding,
abortion is 5ti}l 2 constitutional right, albeit circumscribed.
The Christian Right feels cheated by the Republican presi-

J dents it helped elect and swears it won’t be fooled again.

From Houston o Washington

For the iast few years, Christian Right leaders have been
plotting & new strategy. They
have discarded the risky strategy

Where they eried, however, was
in focusing on (he cult of lone
demagogues and television
preachers—to the exclusion of
politicaloperations. Thus, theex-

The Christian Right now stands at the
threshold of major political power,

that a president they supporied
will stack the political deck in
their favor. Insfead, they have
built grassroots palitical or-

perts were looking in the wrong
direction and missed the main story: real political power.

In the 1980s, the politics of Jerry Falwell and his big-ego
televangelist colleagues such as Jim Bakker and Jimmy
Swaggant rested largely on media exposure, and compara-
tively litile on organization. National political operatives,

Kate Cormel) writes fiction, when not investigating the Religious Ripht.
Photo: David Valdez, White House. Dede Robenson, Billy MeCormack (op
operative of David Duke), Presidem George Bush, Pat Roberison, Ralph Recd,

46 CovertAction

ganizations drawn from conses-
vative evangelical churches, From this base, they are cieating
and mobilizing a disciplined voting bloc and hand-picking
candidates for Jocal and ultimately higher offices. A major
siepping stone 1o national control—ihe takeover of the Re-
publican Partly by 1996—is pow within sight. Using a town-
by-town, county-by-county strategy, the Christian Right
controls about & dozen Republican State Committees, includ-
.ing in Texas, Lovisiana, Virginia, Hawaii, Washington, Kan-

Numbeyr 4:




Colorado, the Carolinas, and Minnesota.

is closely contest-
making gains in

sns,,lowa, Florida, Alaska and Anzona
ing control of the California GOP,? {

The role of the Christian Right in the 1992 elections was
paprecedented in its importance, although the results seemed

Kogers explaineg pow

“Only gbout 60 perce

i istered, and even in a |
! the eligible voiers actually vote. Therefore 15 percent of the
i chgxble voters determine the ovicome.”

CAPIIY auiEy v [y YV

mixed in the final 1allies. The Coalition  grv—yeers
clasims credit, probably rightly, for belp- | &/
ing to reelect Senator Alfonse D' Amato
(R-N.Y.), and for electing Senstor Lauch
Faircloth (R-N.C.). It fajled, however, to
unseat Senstor Daniel Inouye (D-Ha-
wati). The Christian Right's momentum
was sialled in San Diego, California,
where two-thirds of its 90 local can-
didates Jost, with half of the 12 can-
didates for state assembly, including the
great Right hope, S!evc Baldwin, going
down to defeat. istian Right-
backed Senate cund:date Bruce Hersch-
ensohn also lost a close race to Barbare
Boxey, a San Francisco liberal.

On state ballot initiatives, results
were also mixed. The Coalition Jost an
anti-gay initistive in Oregon and was
defeated two to one on a Draconian anti-
gbortion initiative in Arizona. The group
did, bowever, successfully back the de-
feal of a “death with dignity™ initiative
in Califorpia and an equal rights amend-
ment in lowa. At this writing, it is un-
clear how well the Christian Right did in
the state and jocal races that were their
main focus. )t is highly likely, however,
that there were many Christiag Right
activists elected to school boards sl
over the country. This target is especial-
ly important because the takeover of
school boards and other Iocal institu-
tions, as well as the domination of local

Farther down the electoral ladder,
from federal to state to local races, the
percentage of voter participation de-
creases to & point where six or seven
percent of eligible voters can deter-
mine the puicome.

The mathematics of power is espe-
cially favorable in local party primar-
ics, o critical target of the Christian
Right’s new game plan, If it can mobi-
lize an extra few percent of voters in
these traditionally low turnout races,
it can win the party nomination, even
against incumbents. In districts where
Republicans domirate, simply taking
the nomination can be tantamount to
victory.

The same method applies for 1aking
over Republican Party structures.
Elections for party posts are ofien held
simultaneously with parly primaries.
The Christian Right suns # slate, me-
thodically turns out its devoiees in
sleepy primaries, and takes control.

Dialing for Yoters

Since its 1989 formation, Pat Ro-
bertson's Christian Coalition has been
refining techniques for turning out the
chosen few voters. Incorporating the
remnants of Robertson’s 1988 presi-
dential 1un and mailing lists from his
Christian Broadcasting Network TV
empire, the Coalition has grown rapid-

Uaﬁmﬁmpm Viuais

Republican Party siructures, will be
their focus for the next few years.
Bush's defeat is seen by the Christian

Many pacple didn't iike Pat Buckonan's
spooch to the Republizan Cenvantion.
It probably sounded bwtter In the originai
Gorman,” vwrote columnlst Molly ivins.

ty and now claims oves 500 chaptets

in 49 states, and 250,000 members.,
The Christian Right launched its

Right as an opportunity to step in and

pilot projectin San Diego, Calif. Inthe

sestructure the decapitated Republican
Pasty in its own image and to prepare for the 1994 and 1996
clections.

Explolting Apathy: The 15 Percent Majority

“We don't bave o worry about convincing a majority of
Americans 1o agree with us,” said Guy Rogers, National Field
Director for the Christian Coalition. “Most of them are stay-
ing home and watching Falcon Crest.” In November 1991,

1. Frederick Qarkson, *Inside the Covert Coalition,” Church & Siate,
November 1992
2. Carlos V. Lozano and Ralph Frammolino, *Chnistian Right Digs in At
sssmools Level,” Los Angeles Times, October 18, 1992,
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June 1990 primaries, it gained control
over the county GOP, ® and then quietly fielded 90 candidates
for such loca! offices as school board, hospital boerd, and
fown council. In what has been dubbed the “San Diego
surprise,” 60 Coalition-backed candidates won office in low-
turnout races, in multi-candidaie fields. They were often

3. Frederick Clarkson, “Christian Coalition: Dn the Rosd 1o Viciory?,™
Church & State, January 1992.

4. Frederick Clrkson, “The Making of & Christian Police State,™ FYae
Freedom Writer, Scptember/Doiober 199). (Institvte for First Amendiment
Siudies, Box 589, Great Barrington, MA 01230). Some articles cited here heve
been complled in Challenging the Christian Right: The Aciivist's Handbook by
Frederick Clarkson and Skipp Poneous, also published by the Instiute, 1992.
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the media, Coalition Sovthern Regional'i-
‘tector Judy Haynes said of the Helms cam-
prign: “The press had no idea what we were
doin%. and they still don’t know what we
did.”

Divigione on the Right

Through this combination of centralized
planning and grassroots organizing, the
Christian Right hoped to work the same for-
mula on the 1992 election. The Coalition
promised 1o distribuie 40 million Bush/
Clinton presidential voter guides beginning
in mid-October, with congressional candi-
deies compared on the back.
Such overt support for Bush aside, con-
servative fury at the Republican establish-
ment bas created deep tensions within the
Party. In September 1992, seeking pivotal
reelection support, Bush addsessed the
Christian Coalition’s national strategy con-
ference. The next morning, in & closed ses-
sion, Pan} Weyrich, President of the Free
Congress Foundation and Ieading Christian
Right strategist, blasted the Republican es-
tzblishment. “You know, I'm not against
having these rallies...[with] candidates com-

Operation Rescue trips to ward off pro-choice activists in Milwaukes, 1892

ing and presenting themseives.... I support

{Bush]. I'll vote for him. But let’s not bave any iHusions
about what all of this is about. They wouldn’t be caught dead
with us under other circumstances. And the only reason they
come here is becanse they’re in trouble —and we bail them
out—and then they turn their back

program, callers to an 800 number converse with hosts Wey-
rich, Michae! Schwartg, and guesls.n Although the system
will fake time to implement and is expensive 10 hook into,
local subscribers are getting ready. The Pennsylvania Chris-

tian Coalition, for example, in-

on us and give us nothing in return!
And we can no longer stand for
1" he shouted and was answered
with a lond, Jong ovation.?® °
Significantly, Weyrich also
spoke of an imponant new com-

The Christian Right runs a slate,
methodically turns out its devotees in
sleepy primaries, and takes control. .

tends to produce ils Gwn program
by January 1993. Meanwhile,
Weytich’s show, “Family Forum
Live” wiil be “pari-of the [Penn-
sylvenis Coalition's) monthiy
mesting that will chanqg the di-

ponent of the Christian Coali-
tion’s political arsepal--Natjonal
Empowerment Television (NET). He announced Ralph
Reed’s ascension to NET's board, which is chaired by former
Secretary of Education William Bennen. Froduced by the
Free Congress Foundation and Coalitions for Americs, NET
is an interactive closed-circuit sateflite program, which pre-
sents an unfiltered conservative message and issues marching
orders to conservative activists around the couniry. The tech-
nology links national leaders with grassyoots ofganizers and
supportets, and allows state-wide or even national telecon-
ferences. The organization can almost instantaneously mobi-
lize key Jeaders for lobbying and on other matiers. On one

9. C’hrksop. “On the Rosd...,” ap. cit.
10. Frederick Clarkson and Joc Conason, “A Covent Coalition: Irside Ro-
Tuon’s G.O.P. Trojan Horse,” New York Observer, Sepiember 28, 1992,
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rection of our country.” U

Covert Coalition

If the Christian Coalition's campaign resembles a sophis-
ticated marketing/public relations campoign, it also contains
elements of covent operatjons. Coalition Executive Directos
Ralph Reed makes loca! politics sound like Vietnam,

“] want fo be invisible,” the armchair warrior told one
reporter. “I paint my face andtravel at night. You don't know
it’s over until you're in a body bag. You don’t know umtil
election nu'ghl.”I

11, David Gergen, *The Dawn of Saicllite Politics,” U.S. News & World

Report, May 4, 1992,

12. Penmsyhania Christion Coclition County Action Plan, diswribwied &
Scptember Road 1o Viciory Conference, Atlanta, Georgia

13. Mark O’Keefe, “Robertson’s Phone Coips Boosted Local GOP,™ vir-
ginion-Pilos (Norfolk), November 9, 1991,
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The Christian Coalition is different from is pre-
decessors on the Religious Right.
« 1t has drawn a large new batch of voters from the
historically apofitical Pentecostal churchies.

» The Coalition is shaping them into a far more
disciplined voting bloc than has previcusly existed.
Akey gosal 15 to create & permanent political opera-
tisn—not one just gearad to the election cycle.

» The organization is effectively using sophisticated
compuier technology to maximize iis impact. Since
the Christian Right is at least a small minority of
potential voters aimost everywhere, the leadership
must accurately idaniify and turn out its own people
as well as those who can be fooled into voling for
s candidates.

» The Coalition combines grassroots organizing with
careful, centralized planning,

It is not surprising, that ftom San Diego to Virginia Beach,
the Christian Coalition's formula has been called “stealth
taclics.” In fact, the Coalition seems to become more covert
in direct proportion to the degree of controversy it generates.
Perhaps because the Republican

}

There is a siggjlar job descripion i » LtiLLIow o -y,
Liaison” but €@ anua) discourages pussuing the job, be-
cause the Democzats are (oo “liberal.”

Other Christian Right groups such as Citizens for Excel-
lence in Education (CEE) and the Traditional Values Coali-
tion, are actively using similar tactics in electoral campaigns

“ground the U.S. “We have a plan to take our entire education

system back and put it in God's hands,” intones CEE Presi-
dent Robert Simonds. “And the way we are going to do it, is
1o take contsol of every school board in America.” Simonds
also says that civil government should function as “the police
depariment within the Kingdom of God."!

Read My Lisis

Since the ascent of Ronald Reagan, the Christian Right has
formed a strange and uneasy alliance within the Republican
Party. As 8 yecent fundraising proposaj from Lou Sheldon,
chair of the Califotnia-based Traditional Values Coslition,
obtained by CovertAction, makes clear, these avowedly
“non-partisan” organizations are neck deep in party politics.
“This praposal,” it opens, “represents five main facets to
extract volunteers and votes from the Evangelical Christian
community for Bruce Herschensohn.” Herschensohn is &
right-wing California Republican who narrowly lost his bid
for the U.S. Senate this November. The proposal goes on to
discuss gensrating “foot soldiers” for Herschensohn,

Despite its lip service to nonpartisanship, the Christian
Coalition has targeted the GOP as its earthly vessel. The
money flows back and forth be-
tween the two organizations. In

National Convention generated
such negative public and press re-
action, Reed and Robentson have
refused interview requests from
mejor newspapers. More signifi-
cant however, is the recently pub-
lished Pennsyilvania Chrission
Coalition County Action Plan—a

“Y paint my face and travel at night.
You don’t know it’s over until
you’re in a body bag. You don’t
know until election night.”—supnReet GOP. This mutual backscratching

October 1990, for example, the
) National Republican Senatorial
s Commitiee gave the Coalition
: $64,000. The Coalition, in tusn
|3ave 525,000 to the Virginie

raised eyebrows at the IRS, whick

100-page manua) for chapler or-
ganization and covenl political operations against the
Republican Party.!

The manual advises the “Republican Party lizison™ of the
local Coalition Executive Committee how to infiltrate GOP

Jeadership:

[Y]ou should never mention the name Christian Coalition
in Republican circles. .. Become directly involved in the
local Republican Committee yourself so that you are an
insider. This way you can get a copy of the local commiites
tules and a feel for who is in the current local Republican
Committee.... [Once inside the party structure], recuit peo-
ple for every vacant seat and for each seat being beld by
someone who is rot conservative, pro-family and who will
put ibe Republican parly ahead of principles.” (Emphases

in the original )

14, New York Observer, op. cit.; xnd sec Pemn. Plon, op. iz, pp. 9.1,9.2

50 CovertAction

is investigating the Coalition’s
provisional 501 (¢)(4} non-profit tax status and its “extensive
financis! and political ties 10 the national snd Joca) Republi
can Party.” An iRS spokesperson told the Washington Pos
that financing political parties, or involvemen! in interna
party business is out of boundz. “Centainly,” he said, *w
would feel that providing money o a panticular panty i
equivalen! to providing it to a candidate.... In our viev
political parly activities are clearly campaign interventio
activity only slightly removed from the campaign.™

The flow of ideas is even more problematic. Many o
ventional Republicans disagree with the Christian Right ¢
everything from religious tolerance, 1o abortion, to g

18. Fredesick Clarkson, “Christian Reich?,” Mother Jores, November! 1
tembey 1991; Sonia L. Nazario, “Crusader Vows 1o Put God Back 1nw Sche
Usiag Loca) Elections,” Wall Streer Journal, July 15, 1992.

16. Loy Sheldon, Grassroots Qurreack Program Proposal, Avgust 21, 19

17. Michael Isikaf{, “Christian Coalition Steps Boldly inta Pelitics,” e
inglon Posi, Scpiember 10, 1992,

Number
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rights, and are horrified by its more bizane conspiracy the-

.oties such as those targeting mainstream figures as dupes of

the Devil. “Indeed, it may well be,” wrote Rabertson in his
best-selling book The New World Order, “that men of good-
will like Woodrow Wilson, Jimmy Carter, and George Bush
...are in reality unknowingly and unwittingly carrying out the
mission, and mouthing the phrases of & tightly knit cabal
whose goal is nothing less than a rew order for the human
sace under the domination of Lucifer and his followers.”'®
Robertson and many of his followers believe there is 2
biblically prophesied end-times scenario at work. And during
this custent period of “tribulation,” Christians of the right sor

-will be protected by God and emerge triumphant, as leaders

ofthe Kingdom of God on Earth. Indeed, two years ago when
Robertson renamed the school be founded from Christian
Broadeasting Network University to Regent University, he
explained the monarchical term. A “regent [is] one who
governs in the absence of a sovereign.” Thus Regent U.—a
graduate school with 700 students, and plans for 3,000, with
fully accredited programs in communications, education,
religion, and law—trains students to “rule and reign® unti)
Jesus, the sovereign, returns,

The theocratic agenda of the Roberison empire has pso-
foundly disturbing implications. The closest thing 10 8 work-
ing model was Guatemala in 1982-83 under General Efrain
Rios Monp. Robertson was an

of power and instal tce if necessary—-a "kingcom of
God on earth,” "3

Robertson, like the Guatemalan pastor, sees “demons™
everywhere. “The bumsan potentizl movement,” he writes,
“gs if part of 2 continuum, invariably leadsto psychic power,
and occult power leads straight 1o demonic power; and these
lead, in turn to a single source of evil identified by the Bible
as Satan.

Roberison's “demons” inciude the large number of U.S.
women who define themselves as feminists. In summer 1992,
Robertson signed & fundraising letter which opposed adding
an equa) rights smendment 1o the Jowa state constitution.
“The feminist agenda,” he avowed, “is not about equal rights
for women. It is about a socialist, anti-family political move-
ment that encourages women to leave their husbands, kill
their children, practice witcheraft, destroy capitalism, and
become lesbians.”>* Robertson later backed away from the
letter and blamed it on his staff.

Nevertheless, Roberison has escalated his shrill rhetoric
and targeted the ACLU, Communist Party, and National
Counci) of Churches, which represents such mainstream
Christians as Lutherans, Methodists, and Presbyterians. “The
strategy against the American radical feft,” he wrote, “should
be the same as General Douglas MacArthur employed
against the Japanese in the Pacific: Bypass their stronghoids,
then surround them, izolate
them, bombard them, then biast

enihusiastic supporter of the mi-
Yitary dictator who waged a bru-
t2] counterinsurgency campaign,
complete with scorched carth
sisughter of as many as 10,000
civilians. One pastor from El
Verbo, 1the Complete Word Pen-
fecosial sect in which Rios Montt
was a leader, explained: “The
Army doesn't massacre the In-
dians. It mussacres demoas, 2nd
the Indians are demon-pos-

“The feminist agenda is not about
equal rights...J! is about a socialist,
anti-family political movement that

encourages women to leave their

husbands, kill their children, practice
witchcraft, destroy capitalism, and
become leshians.” —px Rovenson's office

the individuals out of their pow-
er bunkers with hand-to-hand
combat.... The battle to regsin
the soul of America won’t be
pleasant, but we will win it

In its batlle cty, the Christian
Right cails for a high-tech holy
war. Using the sophisticated
product marketing techniques
developed by advertising and
public relations corporations,

sessed; they are communists. We

hold Brother Efrain Rios Monit like King David of the Old
Testament. He is the King of the New Testamem.”
Roberison recently praised the “enlightened leadership ...of
former President Rios Monit.

In her book Spiritual Warfare: The Politics of the Chris-
tian Right, Sara Diamond wrote about the Christian Right's
worry that Reagan might not carry out its agenda. It saw the
Rios Montt segime as 8 psychological boost: “The
Gustemalan experience, however vicarious, of a bomn-again
Christian, shepherding an entire nation, reinforced 8 men-
tality within borp-again circles, that they could seize the reins

18 Robenson, op. cit., p. 37.

19. Frederick Clarkson, “HardCor,* Church & State, January 1991.

20 Sara Dismond, Spiritual Warfare: The FPolitics of the Christian Right
(Boston: South End Press, 1989), p. 166.

21. Robertson, The New World Order, op. cit, . 228,
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this theocratic movement is
gaining significant infivence in the Republican Party and
capturing local and stste govemmental institutions for its
Kingdom of God. lts tactics are part old-time comimunity
orgenizing, part revival meeting, and pan shrewd ward-level
machine politics. It threatens hellfire and promises real-
polink power.

Although some skeptics cannot take the Religious Righi
seriously and find most televangelists simply silly, this
serious political movement is poshtioning itself for power and
digging in for the long haul. ®

22. Diamord, op. cit, p. 169,

23, Jbid, p. 168

24. Pat Roberusun, undated fundrzising letier, summer 1992. ‘The charge of
witchcraft prompied puthor-zctivist Barbara Ehrenreich 10 encourzge sn
sudience of feminists to picture Pal Roberson as & small green frog. “Conr
centrate, Jadies,” she viged, “concentrate.”

25. Don Lattin, “Christian Right's New Political Puth,” San Framcisco
Chronicle, May 15, 1992.
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The Bush

ithough many pundits have de-
scribed 1992 as the “Year of
,  the Woman™ in electoral poli-
L 3B\ tics, religious broadcasier Pa
Roberson isn't so sure,
“The feminist agenda,” e observed in
a recent leuer to his supporiers, “is not
about equal rights for women. i is about
a sociafist, anti-family political move-
ment that encourages women W leave
their husbands, kill their children, prac-

Democrals were gleeful, Such shrill
rthetoric coming from a George Bush ally
who gave a major address at the Republi-
czn Party convention in Houston was sune
1o wrn off female voters and paint the
Republicans as extremist.

Ai a rally in Memphis, Pauline Gore,
mother of the Democratic vice presiden-
tial candidate, drove home the point. Not-
ing that similar things were said when
women were fighting for theright tovote,
she criticized both Bush and Robertson.
“Ty"s appalling tome that they have lefi the
family values that they were taught,” she
remarked. A pleased Bill Clinon stood
nearby beaming.

Red-faced Republican campaign offi-
cials scurried for cover. “Because some-
oneis supportive of the president does hot
mean that the campaign is associated with
every staternemt that person may uuter,”
Bush ftack Tony Mitchell told the Virgin-
ian-Pilo1.

Campaign Needs

A vacationing Pat Roberison was un-

2 The Religious Ri.ght’s gvailable for comment, but his top politi-
¢al aide Ralph Reed was urrepeniant.
_ Support, But Can “J've receivednothing but accoladss from
< . supporiers around the coumry,” he
The Average American Pty Y

Yoter Stand Pat? ‘The femninism flap is jusi one example

lice witchcrall, desiroy capilalism, and
become lesbians.™

Robertson undoubledly imended his
remarks 10 be seen only by a select audi-
ence—Christian Copalitiondonorsinlowa
where an Equal Rights Amendment is on
the ballot this Novernber, Butthe Virginia
Beach television evangelist’s diatribe
was leaked 10 the media, and stories about
it appeared in newspapers and on hews
broadcasts around the nation.

of why the president and his Republican
Pary allies are nervous about their tiez to
Robertson and other branches of the Reli-
gious Right. The religious conservatives’
exotic views and insatiable political de-
mands make an alliance problematic at
besi, but the Republican ieam ecvels the
Virginia Beach broadcaster’s sophisti-
cated, compuler-driven neiwork of
grassTools activists and loyal right-wing
voters, Bush campaign official Charles
Black said Roberison represents a “very
powerful, imporiani constituency.”

The Bush 1eam has worked tirelessly
1o prove to Roberison and company that
he deserves their suppon. In additicn toa
primetime spo) o 1he podium at the GOP
convention, Roberson was given Vice
Presidem Dan Quayle 1o address the
Christian Coalition’s “God and Country
Rally” in Houston. In July the president
himself granied Roberison an exclusive
interview for his “760 Club” program on
the Christian Broadcasting Network,
{The two were photographed in fromt of

Page 14 206)
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the Old Executive Office Building in
Washington.) In August Bush rraveled to
Virginia Beach to address the Christian
Coalition’s “Road 10 Viciery II™ Confer-
ence.

The Religious Right is clearly 8 grow-
ing force in the Republican Pany that
must be dealt with. Roberson and his
Chiristian Coalition claimed only 300 del-
egates a1 the GOP convention, but when
other religious conservatives were added
in, some observers estimated that as many
as 40 percem of the delegates represented
factions af the Religioys Right. The panty
platform, an agenda far to the right of
Bush and many Republi-

comminee, Texas Republicans adopied
zn agenda in June that inciuded suppon
for privaie and home schooling, a federal
voucher sysiem, an end to the teaching of
“secular humanism™ in public schools,
suppont for “creation science,” 8 sthool
prayer amendment to the U.S. Constitu-
1ion, a ban on 2l) abortions and “swifl and
unencumbered” capital punishment.

Dr. Sieven Hotze, a newly elecied
stale execulive commiliee member, ob-
served in the Houston Chronicle, “Iif we
are 1o survive as a fres naton, and if
Jjustice and libenty are to be restored inour
land, then biblical Christianity, with its

gwength for the television evangelist in
the 0)d Dominion. Robenson and his son
Gordon (who serves as 2nd District party
chairman) were among Virginia del-
egaes 10 the national convention. When
the Christian Coalition's clout resulted in
the election of several state legislators in
the Virginia Beach area, some GOP crit-

ics were intimidated into silence.
“There's alot of concern that Pal Rob-
enson and his Christian Coalition is ry-
ing 1o dominate the party,” GOP delegate
Tony Zevgolis told The Washington
Times. “But nobody in their right mind
would snub the Christian Right. They're
100 valuable in winning

N elections.” Controversial

cans, showed the Religious =
Right's strength—and its ‘ -

hard-nosed antipathy to
compromise on social is-
Bues.

The same hardline men-
1ality showed up in many
stales around the counry as
Christian Coalition roops
and their allies fought Old
Guard Republicans for con-
o} of the parly apparatus.
The freguent resull was ani-
mosity and lots of negative
press. Here are some ex-
amples:

e California: The banle
beiween Republican mod-
eraies and religious conser-
vatives in California is well

§ Reagan administration fig.
z ure Oliver North, g
Robertson Crony, met with
the Virginia delegation in
Houston in preparation fora
possible U.S. Senate ry.

o Jowa: Christian Cos-
Lition members and their al-
lies easily dominated the
state GOP convention,
edopling 2 plaform that
Des Moines Register ¢ol-
umnist Jennifer Michell
said “reads like one of those
religious pamphlets hawk-
ed door-lo-door and on
sueet comers.” The plat-
form atizcks secular bu-
manistn, situation ethics,

known (sece “California
Dreamin,™ Ociober 1991
Church & Stale), and recent press ac-
counts indicate that the bitterness is esca-
lating. Accerding 10 e San Diego
Union-Tribune, 8 valgar flier has been
distributed in SanDiego County atiacking
the Mainstream Voiers Project (MVP), a
group that monitors the Religious Right.
The flier called one MVP leader a “bitter
man-hating b—-"gnd another “a militant
dwarf who uses MVP to meet other
women with hairy chests,” Christian
Right leaders denied any knowledge of
the document and charged that the MVP
may have produced it 10 create publicity.

o Texas: With the Christian Coali-
tion's Dick Weinhold and other Religious
Right figures serving on the platform

absolutes, must once again be embraced
by our citizens.”

e Washington: Althcugh Washing.
tonis one of the nation’s most unchurched
states, the Republican convention there
was dominated by Religious Right forces
who adopted platform planks catling fora
ban on all abortions. the removal of
“wiichcraft™ frem the public stheols and
& ban on the hiring of homosexuals in the
fields of education and health care, Ac-
cording to the Seattle Post-Intelligencer,
some delegates openly called for the abo-
lition of church-state separation.

o Virginia: Pat Roberison favorite
Parrick McSweeney was elected GOP

chairman earlier this year, signaling new

one-world government.
*“the PETA philosophy™and
the Egnal Righis Amendment. It suppons
zn abortion ban, capital punisisnent, cor-
porzi punishment, prayer in public
schools and “i1zaching the recognition of
the existence of a Supreme Being and the
validity of moral absolutes.” Former suate
representative Sue Mullins 1old the Regis-
ter, “This is no longer a political party.
This is a religious cuf.”

e Colorado: Chyistian Coalition sc-
uvists in the Centennial State made no
secrel of their views on the relatonship
between religion and government. Ac-
cording to Rocky Mountain News columy-
nist Peler Blake, the group distributed 2
flier a1 the state GOP conventioh which
s2id, “The Separation of Church and Sisie
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is (1) Not a teaching of the founding
fathers; (2) Not an historical ieaching; (3)
Not a ieaching of law (except in recent
years); (4) Noi a biblical teaching.

“In summary,” said the CC’s state di-
rector David S. Nelson, “There should be
absolutiely no *Separation of Church and
State’ in America”

o Louisiana: According 10 New Or-
leans-based reponer Jason Berry, evan-
gelicals conmol a third of the GOP State
Ceraral Commitiee’s 144 seats, voting in
lockstep on controversial issues. Wriling
in The Washington Post, Berry charged
that ip some communities Religious
Right forces are teaming up with follow-
ers of neo-Nazi David Duke 1o seize con-

Congress,” he said.

® Alasks: Religions Right forces re-
main strong in the state GOP. Formerstate
legislator Edna DeVries has been chosen
asnational committeewoman. DeVries is
perhaps best known for her unsuccessfui
1986 campaign for lieutenam governor.
During the race, she calied the Unied
States a Christian nation and dismissed
the concept of church-state separation. Of
those who disagreed with her siand,
DeVrigs said, “I think they have aright 1o
do what they wani, bui they shouldn't live
in the Uniied States. Maybe they should
live in some other country. if they don”y
honor ehe Uniied Swates as a Chrisiian
nation and they don’t want to be a Cliris-

wol of focal party offices.

a South Carolina: Republican Gov.
Carroll Campbei! and other GOP leaders
seem willing to make a marriage of con-
venience with Roberison and his congre-
gation. The govemor stiended a June 27
kickoff funcheon for the state Christian
Coaliion affiliaie. Other Republican offi-
cials and candidates showed up as well,
According 0 The Stare, a Columbia
newspaper, Robenison told the crowd of
1,000 thag his arganization hopes to build
a nationwide network of 600 chaplers by
the end of the year. “Our goal in 1992 is10
clect a song conservative majority in

tian, then there are many other counries
that are not Christian.”

The exwemist rhetoric from Christian
Right figures around the country is prob-
ably worrisome 10 Bush campaign offi-
cials, butitreally isn’t that much Qifferem
from the shoot-{from-the-hip siatements
made by Pat Robenson himself—some of
themn aimed at the party’s presidential
nominee. In his most recent bock The
New World Order, the 1elevision evange-
list claims that an international con-
gpiracy has been piotting for centuries to
insiali & one-world Satanic dictatorship.
Noting George Bush’s ties 16 the Council

on Foreign Relations and the Trilaweral

Commission, Robertson suggests that the

president and those around him may be
of the sinister plot.

“Ji may well be,” writes Robenson,
»that men of goodwill like Woodrow
Wilson, Jimmy Carter, and George Bush,
whasincerely wani alarger community of
nations living at peace in our world, are in
reality unknowingly and unwiningly car-
rying out the mission and mouthing the
phrases of a tightly knit cabal whose goat
is nothing less than a new order for the
hurman race under the domiration of Luci-
fer and his followers.”

The millionaire broadcasier has also
continued his dalliance with Christian
Reconstructionism, the radical move-
ment thay seeks 1o impose “biblical law,™
inctuding harsh Old Testament sanctions,
on all aspects of modern American sogi-
ety. Robenson recently told Christianity
Today that he is not a devolee of the
theocratic drive, but he refused 1o dis-
avow its goals.

“1 don't agrez with Reconstruclion-
ism,™ he said, “although 1 do believe that
JesusisLord of all the worid. 1 believe that
he is Lord of the government, and the
church, and business ang education, and
hopefuliy, one day, Lord of the press...J
want the church 10 move into the world.”

In a subsequent issue of the magazine,
Christian Reconstructionist leader Gy
DeMar said Robenson's siated position
represents the “heart and soul” of the
theonomic movetnent. “Reconswuclion-
ists have besn saying this and gening
crizicized for it for over 30 years,” he said.
“At the very leasy, Pai Robertson, as I've
always suspected, is an operaticnal
Reconstructionist.”

Roberison political operatives kmow
that in many ways Biish needs them more
than they need him. ¥ell on their way
wward building a strong grassTools army,
they are confident of their ultimate suc-
cessregardiess of the ouicome of the race
for the White House, Their agenda is
rapidly advancing no mauer what hap-
pens in this year's presidential contest,

‘The Christian Coaliion's Ralph Reed
told Christianity Today, “The media are
missing it. This isn’t the year of the
woman; this is the year of the Lord.” D

Page 16 Q08)

Cruncxt & STaTe OCToRER 1992




Inside

Although President
Bush’s Visit Was A
Public Endorsement,
Pat Robertson’s
Christian Coalition
Prefers To Do Most
Of Its Work Behind
Closed Doors

Ky n November of last year freelance
g swriter Frederick Clarkson wenl
S lnicr cover io report on the activi-
Je_ tie: al the Christian Coalision’s
“Road to Victory” Conference and Siral-
egy Briefing in Virginia Beach, Va. De-
spite heightened security measures at this
year's eveni, Clarkson was again able o
attend the meeting and bring Church &
Swne readers this special repor: from
inside the Pat Robersson polilical ma-
chine.

Ralph Reed, executive direcior of the
Christian Coalition, doesn™ like security
breaches. “Y don’t want 1o be 100 overly
dramalic,™ he confided in the opening
session of his group’s “Road 1o Victory

II" Conference. But it scems that at last
year's conference, some peopie from “lefi
wing organizations” got in and “subse-
quentiy wroie articles.” {See “The Chris-
tian Coalition: On The Road To Vic-
tory?,” January Church & State)

Reed wanied 10 make sure that didn"y
happen again. Thus, the 1,200 confetence
ayendees and § were “hereby commis-
sioned as depuly constables™ tohelp evict
any reporiers who strayed inlo the work-
shops and sirategy sessions. | kept asharp
eye owt for “lefi-wingers” in thdse closed
sessions. But { didn’t spot any.

The mostly closed-door conclave in
Sepiember, which fealured & spetch by

2 Liden George Bush, marked a certain
coming of age for Pat Robenson’s Chis-
sian Coalitien (which seeks ontright con-
ol of the Republican Party by 1996). The
religions broadcasier’s army of followers
is powerful enough 10 compe! the pres-
ence of an incumbem president; yet it is
controversial enough 10 require the se-
crecy of a covert operation for routing
inwra-pany politicking.

Conference anendees from across the
country flocked to Robertsen headquar-
1ers in Virginia Beath on a wanm antumn
weekend 10 talk about the advanced new
computer and television components of
their grassrools mobilization on behalf of
“pro-family” candidates. They learned
the mechanics of how to 1ake over the
Republican Party from the inside and a1~
tended issues workshops on abortion,
taxes, pormography and the “homosexa)
agenda.” National figures such as Educa-
tion Secretary Lamar Alexander, his pre-
decessor William Bennelt and the ubiqui-
1ous Gliver North spoke.

These speeches and President Bush's
address were open 1o the news media.
Twenty-iwo other speeches and worke
shops were not. Security was intended 1o
pelight. As Reed 10id the Virginian-Pilot
newspaper, all conferees were carefully
screened by Christian Coalition state e0-
otdinators 10 make sure only Roberison
allies were admitted.

George Bush’s visit 10 the hub of the
Robertson empire was the conference’s
main evenl. Christian Coalition activisis
had expected 8 major address on sociel
issues. White House souress, said Reed,
had indicated the president’s 12lk would
be “the central campaign speech by the
president on family values.”

Bush’: semarks, however, deviated
very little from his standard stump
speech—the economy, private school
vouchers and family values. School
prayerand gay rights gotnomentionatail,
and even abonion restrictions, a 10pic
dear 10 the Religious Right, drew only a
single senience.

Bush gven sofiened the Republican
campaign’s family values siance, em-
bracing Murphy Brown-siyle single par-
en! families. “I do not pass judgment,”
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said the president, “on the kind of family
you live in, whether both parents work or
Just one parent, or whether you'rea partof
# single parem family. Families are noy
measured by what kind, but by how
close”

This middic-of-the-raad rhetefic—
which briefly removed the smile from
Robertson’s usually avuncular face—
was soon followed, however, by Bush
vemarks that warmly endorsed the t&levi-
sion evangelist and his Christian Ceali-
tion, “Let me say how deeply 1 suppor all
the work you're doing to restore the spiri-
tup} foundarion of this nation,” the presi-
dent observed. “And [ say this—the
Ionger thar Barbara and 1 are privileged 1o
five in the White House the more I under-
stand what Lincoln mean) when he said he
went to his knees in prayer.”

To furher please Robensen, Bush
greewed over 100 major Christian Coali-
tion donors and invited guests at a private
reception in the rose garden of Pal
Robenson’s walled estate. With black
swans gliding by on a pond and a harpist
playing Pachelbel's “Canon in D Minor,”
the tefevangelist personaily introduced
members of his “inner circle™ 10 the presi-
dential candidaie, mentioring their
“help” or their “contributions.”

Bush’s Virginia Beach visit was ap-
parenily a defuy crafted campaign ven-
tire designed {o shore up the president’s
sianding among Religious Right activists
without jeopardizing support among
GOP moderates and ordinary volers who
might be muned off by Roberison’s shnl)
langusge and divisive religio-political
agends,

According 1o The Washington Post,
1op Bush aide James A. Baker 111 inten-
tionally scheduled the Virginia Beach
speech for 7:40 p.m., late enough 10 en-
sure tial no coverage appeared on the
nelwork news programs and past the
deadlines of manynewspapers. Tofurther
deflect atieniion, Baker reportedly ar-
ranged for Bushto announce the sale of F-
15 fighter planes o Saudi Arabia at a
campaign stop earlier in the day. ihus
atracling press attention to that stoty,

The strategy worked fairly well. The
Virginia Beach pilgrimage drew little na-
tional media scrutiny. Even The New

York Times, the nation’s “newspaper of
record,” failed 10 record the evern. But the
carefully calibrated Bush counship of the
Religious Right wasn’t fost on some
hardliners.

T The moming after the president spoke,

Paul Weyrich of the Free Congress Foun-
dation addressed the bitter GOP {actional
fight beiween moderaies and right-
wingers in a closed conference session.
“Ut is very imponant,” he declared, “that
we not be pushed around as a movemsnt,
nor taken for granted by anybedy. 1 donot
want 1o see this movement become 1o one
politicat party, what the biacks.. have be-
come 1o another political party.

“Yon know,” he continued, “I'm not
against having these raliies.
And..candidaies coming and presenting
themselves....I suppor: the man who
spoke lastnighi. I'll vote forkim. Butlet’s
not have any illusions about what all of
this is about. They wouldn't be caught
dead with us under other circumstances.
And the only reason they come here is
because they're in trouble—and we bajl
them out-—and then they turn their back
on us gnd give us nothing in réwm,” he
declared, his voicerising.*And wecanno
longer stand for i)™ Weyrich’s blast pro-
voked a loud and sustained ovation from
the crowd,

“We are in 2 war,” Weyrich observed.
There are, he insisted, two main compo-

nents of a winning swraiegy for that con-
flicl: organization and communication,
He envisions the Christian Coalition as
the main organizationa! structure, The
key communicatipns mode is the newly
created National Empowerment Televi-
sion (NET»—az closed circuit, interaclive
saielfite TV system produced by the
Weyrich-run Coalilions for America,
Through NET, leaders of the Christian
Right can give their marching orders on
electoral tactics and lobbying, and even
hold national or intra-state tele-confer-
ences. With Ralph Rezd on the NET
board, Weyrich expects thay Christian

Caalition affiliates will be plugging in I

500n.
The national impaci could be great.
Alihovgh i is only three years old, the
Christian Coalition claims 250,000 mem-
bers and 550 chapters. Press reports indi-
cate 2 $13-million war chest. All these
resources are devoted to revoking the
constitutional separation of church and
state and giving Robenson acd like-
minded religionists & congoling influ-
ence in American society. Their first goal
is dominance in the Republican Party.
Although the Christian Coalizion is
ostensibly a“nonpanisan” ¢itizens action
group, partisanship was everywhere ap-
parent al the recent “Road to Victory H”
Conference. This fact was perhaps best
cryswallized when one delegaie declared
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ina general session, “}is impossible
for a Christian to vote for a Demo- ¢
cral.” His comment was greeted by &
applause and langhter.

Although the Coalition presents it-

self as & “grassroots™ organization, in
fact it is a wop-down tightly conirolled
politicalunit. At the staie level, 2 recenlly
oblained copy of the “Pennsylvania
Christian Coalition County Action Plan”
reveals the hierarchical control. For ex-
ample, the document notes that “starting a
chapter will not necessarily be done
through & democratic process.” The state
office assigns a president, who in tum
appoints &n executive commitiee.

Information also flows from the top
down. The executive committee of the
local chapter appoints “Public Affairs
Representatives™ in local congregations
who “are recruited 1o serve as a conduil
for information 10 their churches.”

Given this leadership soructure, it is
significant that the Rev. Billy McCor-
mack, & Louisiana political activist witha
disiurbing record inregard to ex-Nazi, ex-
Klansman, ex-presidential candidale
David Duke, is one of four directors of the
Christian Coalition, along with Pat
Robertson, Robertson’s son Gordon and
Dick Weinhold of the CC’s Texas affili-
sle. (McCormack, a Shreveporl minister,
is also the director of the Louisiana Chris-
tian Coalition.)

The McCormack-led Roberison
forces, along with other ultra-conserva-
uve allies, have controlled the Louisiana
GOPsince 1938. They blocked efforts by
party moderates1odenounce Duke during
his ascenl in Louisiana politics and re-
fused 1o investigate charges that he was
selling Adolph Hiter's Mein Kampf and
other hate literature from %is siate legisla-
tive office.

Although the national GOP, ied by
Ronald Reagan and George Bush, repudi-
ated Duke in 1989 (when Duke ran as a
Republican for the state legislature), it
wasn't until November, 1990 thai
Robertson publicly urged McComack to
“examine” Duke's record. The Louisiana
€lergyman apparently found little to con-
cern him. Although McCormack stopped
shon of a public endorsement in the 1991
race, Duke received 69 percent of the

This year
Christian Coalition
activists claim
they will distribute
40 million
“non-partisan”
presidential voter
guides.
Democratic Party
officials insist the
guide is biased and
misleading.

white evangelical vole as the unsuccess-
ful GOP nominee for governor.

With this record of dalliance with
Duke, it was aquietly dramatic moment at
the Christian Coalition gathering in Sep-
tember when McCormack was seated
next to President Bush on the dais during
the presidential visit and address.

Perhaps not surprisingly, there were
few blacks (perhaps adozen out of 1,200)
among the Road to Victory delegates, and

no black speakers. One young man from
Michigan (who was white) found it *kind
of disappointing™ that there were “not
more of my brothets and sisters in Christ
who are black” a1 the conference. He
asked Gary Bauer of James Dobson's
Family Research Council, who was a1 the
podium, how “we...the Christian Right,
could do a beuer job of reaching out to

our black brothers in Christ?”

Calling the point “extrernely impor-
tant,” Bauer complained, “You know
how our opponents Iry 10 picture us. If

\ we're nol radical right-wingers,
we're racists. We're just barely a
step past the Ku Klux Klan, We're
bigots, hatemongers, all the rest of
it.” Thus, he feli, “it behooves us

t0 go the extra mile 1o make a

common cause with black Americans.”

Bauer was applauded for his ex-
pressed hope that the Coalition’s next
conference include “a third or a fourth or
a fifth of this audience being our black
brothers and sisters.” But the subject did
not come up again. The reason, of course,
is thar it is difficult 10 1ake affirmative
action and 21 the same time feature top
leaders like McCormack who run inter-
ference for David Duke.

In their quest for Republican Party
control, Christian Coalition activists have
unseated incumbent county GOP com-
millee members in party CONtesls across
the country, ofien turning out churches-
full of voters in election day surprists.
Guy Rogers, the Ceaiition’s National
Fielé Director, complains they are un-
fairly accused of being “anti-democratic™
and “infilirating” the party. “We're jost
good American citizens who believe we
should get involved and want 10 make it
work,” he declared. “1 mean, what's
wrong with that?”

Rogers’ protests notwithstanding, the
Pennsyivania manual teveals a coven
modus operandi. *Youshould never men-
tion the name Christian Coalition in Re-
publican circles,” the manual advises.
The leadership of each county chapter is
io include a “Republican Party Lisison™
whois 10 “become directly involved inthe
toca) Republican Ceniral Comunittet 80
that yon are an insider.

“This way,” the manual continues,
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“youcan getacopy of the local commilice
nules and a feel for who s in the current
local Republican Committee.™ The Chris-
tian Coalition’s ligison then is to recruit
conservatives for vacant party posts or 10
run against moderates or others who “put
the Republican Pany ahzad of prin-
ciples.”

In more candid momens, Christian
Coalition leaders are boastful about their
“sieaith™ tactics. “We've leamed how 10
move under the radar in the cover of the
night with shrubbery strapped 10 our hel-
mets,” the CC’s Reed toid Newsday. “I¢’s
like being 8 good submarine capiain: You
come up, fire three missiles and then
dive”

Meanwhile, among the facts raising
zyebrows a3 the IRS is $64,000 which the
Christian Coalition, a tax-exempt group,
received from the Nationa! Repoblican
Senatorial Commities in Ociober 1990—
jus1 before the November election. Per-
haps coincidentally, Coalition activists
assisted the come-from-behind re-elec-
tion drive of Sen. Jesse Helms (R-NC)
that yesr.

In an early use of atactic the Coalition
kas since employed widely, 750,600
“voter guides” were distributed, mostly
through churches, on the Sunday just be-
fore the Tuesday vote. *The presshad no
idea whal we were doing,” said Regional
Director Judy Haynes at the Christian
Coalition conference last year. “And they
stili don't kmow what we did.”

While reports of such viciories give
the group mometitum going into the No-
vember elections and beyond, they also
may lead to some bumps and detours on
the “Koad to Victory.” The Washington
Post recenmtly reported an ongoing IRS
investigation of possible violarions of the
Coalition's provisional 501{c}4) non-
profitiax statys, Atissue isthe Coalition's
tlectoral and GOP goivities, which may
exceed the imits of federal tax guidelines,

This potential problem, however,
seems 10 be of little concemn 10 Christian
Coalition activisis this year, They claim
they will distribute 40 miltion “non-parti-
san” presidential voler guides (including
one million in New York and 2.5 million
in Florida} and millions more aimed at
candidates in state and local races. Ac-

cording o lileralure mailed toevangelical
and fundamenialist charches across the
country, unlimited numbers of the “Chris
tian Coalition Family Values Voier
Guide™ are available for the asking.

Signed by Roberison, Campus Cm-
sade founder Bill Bright, Southern Bap-
tist Convention President Ed Young and
former SBC president Adrian Rogers, the
cover letter implores “Christian leaders”
10 “provide your members with the non-
partisan knowledge they need 10 prosper
as citizens.” The flier assures readers that
the Christian Coalition is a “non-profit
organization that is not affiliated with any
political party and does not endorse can-
didaies.”

The vowers guide then gogs on 10
charge that Democrat Bill Clinton sup-
pons “abortion on demand,” homosenual
rights, raising income taxes, tax-funded
abortion and condom disribuion in
schoals. Clinton opposes, the guide says,
a balanced budge! amendment, parental
choice in education (vouchers), term lim-
its and increased funding for the Strategic
Defense Initiative (the so-called “Star
Wars™ sysiem),

In contrast, Bush is tisted as taking the
opposite position of all these issues. (The
two candidaies are both Jisted as suppont-
ing the line-item veo and the death pen-
alty.) Democratic Party officials insist the
guide is biased and misicading. Avi
Lavelle, press secretary for the Clinton
campaign, called it a“gross oversimplifi-
cation.”

Computerized voter identificatinn and
voler guides continue o be the twin on-
gines of the Christian Coalition’s elec-
torai strategy. They have worked dramati-
cally well. For exampie, in Central
Fiorida (in and around Qrlando), 22 of 27
Coalition-backed candidaies won GOP
primaries in Sepiember,

“We want 10 build the Jargest voter file
in America," said Guy Ropers. Com-
prised of anti-abortion and anti-gay vol-
ers, the files comiain a variety of other
personal and political data about indi-
viduals so that, according to Rogers, “we
not only kmow who they are but what
precingt they vole in.

“That right there,” he slowly intoned,
“is the ammo for Uzis. One of the prob-

Jems we've (had) as Christians,” he said,
exiending the violent metaphor, “is we've
pointed Uzis at the opposition, but when
we've pulied the trigger, there®ve beenino
bullets.” )

Christian Right leaders are anxious to
expand the Tange of issues that animae
their constituents. Opposition to abortion
has been the rallying point of pasi effors,
but homosexualily is apparenty the next
big issue designed to stir émotions and
win the organization suppon for its larger
goals.

Guy Rogers gets unnervingly agitated
gbout the political accomplishments and
level of organization of the gay commu-
nity. “Why do you think the homoseauals
have made so many inroads the last few
years?” he asked. “Because they have so
many people? No! Not only do they not
have a lot of peopie, they are dying off.
And they're dying young.”

The conference’s best anended w
shop, a session on the “Homosexual
Agenda,” drew abour h2lf the aftendees
{who chose among four concurrent ses-
sions). It was led by Boston Herald ¢co-
umnist Don Feder and Lon Maban of the
Oregon Citizens Alliance (a Christan
Coalition affiliate). Mabon is spearhead-
ing an Oregon ballot referendum this year
that wonid require govemimient lo oppase
homosexuality, an iniiative that the Coa-
lition hopes 1o replicate in other siates,

What does all this mean? As evi-
denced by the extracrdinary Republican
National Convention and a string of elec-
toral successes, Pal Roberson ang the
Christian Coalition ar3 fast becoming 2
powerful force in the GOP, and indsed in
American society at large. So far, they're
doing so with little more than a disci-
plined veoting bioc, computers and politi-
cal smarns. How long this small, but fer-
vem faclion can opl-prganize e vast
majority in many areas retnains to be
seen,
Meanwhile, Chiristian Coalition activ-
ists are buoyamt. Said the CC’s Rogers,
“Legistators are looking atus with a very
keen eye because they kmow we've
reached & point where we can deliver
voies. We can tum our people out, edu-
caieq on 1he issues. And thal scares you
kmow what out of "em.” [»)
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face or broadcast his voice.
Binpaign manager, defended the candida
5 Paul < Coverdell > was, we probably

\

| #4\; once showed Mr. <Coverdell's
- /" But Tom Perdue, Mr. <Coverdell
: proach. "If we had just highlighted w.
' would not have won," he said.

‘ LEVEL ! - 2 OF 4 STORIES
* Copyright 1992 The Washington Post
! The Washington Post

< November > 26, 1992, Thursday, Final Edition

SECTION: FIRST SECTION; PAGE Al12; POLITICS

LENGTH: 325 words

HEADLINE: < Coverdell> Says Georgians Had Change on Their Mind
.. SERIES: Occasional
-+ BYLINE: Maralee Schwartz

+: BODY:
#~  Sen. Wyche Fowler Jr. (D-Ga.) conceded to Republican Paul <Coverdell >
yesterday, saying he wanted to spare taxpayers the cost of a recount.
. "He won," Fowler told WAGA-TV in Atlanta.
. .. According to nearly complete returns yesterday, < Coverdell> unseated Fowler
' =by a 1.4 percent margin in Tuesday’s runoff election.
<+ < Coverdel!, > former Bush administration Peace Corps director, had 630,023
“otes, or 50.7 percent, to Fowler’s 613,846, or 49.3 percent, with all but 10 of
=the state’s 2,801 precincts reporting.
=2 < Coverdell,> an Atlanta insurance executive, told CNN yesterday morning that
-he considered the vote "an extension of the national election [in which] change

.. was still on the mind of many voters here in Georgia."
> Conservative groups, including the Christian Coalition and the National
- < Right to Life> Committee, claimed major credit for < Coverdell’s> victory after
- they mobilized support among Georgia’s fundamentalist Christian churches to
defeat Fowler.
E. Spencer Abraham, co-chairman of the National Republican Congressional
Committee, called Fowler’s defeat "the first sign that Bill Clinton will have
the shortest honeymoon in presidential history."
Clinton and Vice President-elect Gore had made campaign appearances for Fowler.
Senate Minority Leader Robert J. Dole (R-Kan.), who campaigned for
< Coverdell, > said the election was "more proof that the Republican Party is
alive and well.” He said the outcome should be a message to Clinton: "Don’t go
too far, and don’t go 100 fast.”
But several political observers in Georgia said Fowler probably would have
lost by a larger margin if Clinton and Gore had not campaigned for him.
Clinton communications director George Stephanopoulos told reporters that
Clinton "went and stood up for his friends.”
"We're disappointed. It was awful close,” Stephanopoulos said. "We feel bad
for Senator Fowler and his family and wish him the best, but now it’s time to
move on to the future.”
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HEADLINE: BEDEVILING THE GOP,;
WITH "STEALTH’ CANDIDATES, TIGHT DISCIPLINE AND CASH, THE RELIGIOUS RIGHT
DOMINATED THE REPUBLICAN AGENDA. NOW, THE BATTLE’S ON FOR THE PARTY'S SOUL -

_ AND ITS FUTURE.

: " BYLINE: By MICHAEL D’ANTONIO and Michael D’ Antonio is a New York-based writer
. whose last article for this magazine dealt with the crisis in caildren’s health
_care. His most recent book, "Heaven on Earth," was published earlier this year
“ by Crown,
2>

Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992

= BODY:

< IT WAS MOURNING IN THE REV. PAT ROBERTSON'S AMERICA. On the day after Bill
.. Clinton was elected President, Robertson smiled wanly and consoled the millions

=~ who watch his "700 Club” cable TV show. As the pewter-haired televangelist

7' Jamented what democracy had wrought, it seemed as though God Himself had lost

the <election. > Plagues and disasters were on the horizon. At the very ieast,

economic collapse and radical abortion laws — baby-killing laws, really — are

coming. "The child can be coming cut of the birth canal,” said the political

preacher, "and they’ll say it’s OK to kill it."

The despairing went on for the better part of an hour. Robertson and his
guests described the future as a Christian Right nightmare. "Radical feminists"
such as Barbara Boxer and Dianne Feinstein were taking over the <Senate.>
Clinton would allow homosexuals in the military. He would put women in combat
and gays in the Cabipet. "Family values” were dead. "I'm anything but happy,"
Robertson said, "But we’ll see what happens.”

Robertson and his Christian Right movement -- politically conservative
fundamentalists, evangelicals and Catholics - could be forgiven a bit of
self-indulgent wallowing. Time had finally run out on their crusade to create 2
Christian America. It wasn’t that they hadn’t had their chance. Since 1980,
>>>

Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992

the Christian Right had been developing into a fearsome political force. It was
the key to the Reagan/Bush victories. But what bad 12 years of incumbency
produced? Abortion is still legal and school prayer is not. There is ro voucher
glan 10 benefit private religious schools, Homosexuality has not been pushed
ack into the closet. Hollywood and the rest of the hated "cultural elite” still
cli)ominate the media. And the future of the Supreme Court is now in the hands of a
emocrat.

On Nov. 4, the Christian Right movement’s leaders could not accept that
America had rejected their brand of "family values." After all, their agenda is




-

God's agenda, and God cannot be wroXgg@Robertson and his allies could only
conclude that President Bush had not pushed hard enough. He had been too soft on
the gays and the lesbians and the feminists. Now they would have to train their
sights on the Republican Party itself. Their goal: to turn the GOP into a
religious/political organization to promote Robertson’s vision of conservative
Christian America.

So Democrats gleefully compete for window offices in Washington, and the
Republican Party faces a civif war the likes of which it has not seen since the
Goldwater and Rockefeller forces self-destructed in 1964. Columnist Patrick J.
Buchanan, the snarling pit bull of the 1992 convention, may have declared a
>>>

Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992

- holy war with Clinton over the future of America. But now that the war is lost,

- Buchanan and the Christian Right are turning their fury on their own party. They

~-are already blaming traditional, non-religious Republicans for the defeat, and

- they are preparing to seize the GOP. For their part, equally angry Republican
-regulars have begun to compare the Christian Right to neo-Nazis. And it could be

- a decade or more before the looming war between the two camps can be settied.

©.  IN THE DAYS AFTER THE <ELECTION, > ROBERTSON’S POLITICAL ORGANization - the
* " Christian Coalition — was already maneuvering. By Friday, coalition director
" Ralph Reed was on the road to Williamsburg, Va., and a summit meeting with other
- conservative religious political activists. Boyish to the point of looking like
- a character from "Happy Days," Reed, 31, has already headed a number of
- organizations for young Republicans. In 1989, Conservative Digest hailed him as
-~ "a rising young star” in Reputlican politics. Though he looks like a choirboy,
- Reed speaks the blunt, warlike language made familiar by the likes of Lee
" Atwater and Roger Ailes and has a reputation as a slash-and-burn political
operator. He was a driving force behind the anti-gay ordinances that were passed
in both Colorads and Tampa, Fla., but failed in Maine and Oregon, He also
directed a muitimillion-dollar campaign that quietly pushed Christian activists
into local offices nationwide.
>>>

Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992 ﬁ

Reed's ultimate poal is to take over the GOP from the botiom up. To do that,

he can tap a $10-million annual budget and call on dues-paying activists in more
than 100,000 born-again churches. This fall, more than 1,000 of these people

were trained in the ways of taking over precinct-level party committees,
foreshadowing a larger effort to dominate every state party organization. The
coalition can also count on the support of a host of smaller Religious Right

golitical organizations run by longtime activists, including Paul < Weyrich's>

ree Congress Foundation and Richard Viguerie's United Conservatives of America,

“both Washington-based, and Lou Sheldon’s Traditional Values Coalition in
California. These groups provide financial and tactical support for Christian
candidates running for everything from school board to Congress. \_J

- Robertson’s activists practically perfected the art of the political takeover
in South Carolina in 1988. There they used churches to quietly send large
numbers of people to precinct caucuses. These newcomers overwhelmed party
meetings that normally drew just a handful of political veterans. Then, when it
came time to vote on delegates and precinct officers, they swept their own
people in. Old-time Republicans, who called themselves the "regulars,”
eventually organized to win back some power, but the Christians have retained
their strength.

>>>
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‘Religious Right’ Issues Critical

Why Coverdell Won
Crucial Georgia Election

Republicans who decty the so-called “‘Religious
Right” as a harmful force within the GOP were
forced to ear their words November 24, as Repub-
lican Paul Coverdell unseated Democratic Sen,
Wyche Fowler in Georgia’s high-stakes special
run-off election.

By virtuaily every account in the Peach Siate,
what proved critical in the 53-ycac-old moder-
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/ﬁ»ﬁi& was that of Houston County, home of

Georgia’s senlor Sen. Sam Nuaa (B.) snd a
longtime beneficiary of his position as chair-
mgn of the Senate Armed Services Commit-
fee. Most area pundits cencluded that the
issue of gays in the mililary proved pivotal in
such sharp furnarounds.

Coverdell’s dramatic victory also eliminated an-
other myth among moderate GOP’ers: that the
“‘Religious Right"' is so rigid and uncompromising
0 its views that it will pot and cannot work with
more middie-of-the-road Republican candidates.

QGecrgia’s new senator is anything but a

. ‘Religious Right'" candidate. A close personal

friend of George Bush (he chaired Bush's 1980
Georgia primary campaign against Ronald
Reagan) and long identified with the pariy's

. -Atlanta-based “*establishment wing,”’ former State
-.Sen. and Peace Corps Direcior Coverdell has been
. hikened in sevaral press reports to ‘‘{comedian}

Dana Carvey doing his imitation of George Bush."
- iwaddition; hei favors Roe v.-Wade (although he

s right-of-center opponents to win the GOP nomina-

tion, But he was light vears maore conservative than
- Fowler, who sports the highest rating from the
.:vn;” Amertcans for Democratic Action of any

“.opposes FOCAj.and had (o overcome three more

- Dixie senator. That was'enough for anqm_m 5 Eo- .
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Second Thoughts on Somalia .

With his great success in Desert Storm, Pres-
ident Bush wan the public’s confidence in making
decisions to insert American troops abroad in tick-
lish situations, Thus, he is likely to gain public ap-
praval for putting a division into starving Somalia.
But some lawmakers are having second thoughts!

Rep. John Munha.(D.-Pa.), who chairs the
defense appropriations subcommittee, says people
who ought (o krow **don’t know what the mission
is.” Senate Armed Services Chairman Sam Nunn
(D.-Ga.) says he’s also bothered. by the ambiguous
nature of our commitment. *‘Are we,"” he asks,
*trying to simply get humaniiarian sid through fde
ihis winter? Or are we trying to basically a_nm::
the armed groups that are over 2_20,.:. Ceety

And many feaf the nnau:nan_z could be oaa.
{ess, since Somalia is so unstable, 1§ we withdraw,
says Nuan, prople are fikely 1o say: **How can you
pull {the troops) back S.: the :ﬁm«% that may
ensue after they leave?’
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_s onie heated television nnam.n. Coverdetl
gained ground by declaring, **! know Sam Nunn’s
record and, Wyche, you're no Sam Nunn!’’'—
whereupon he spelled out where Fowler differed
s.:: 2::: .: m:uvoq::m the 1989 nonmﬁm&o:mm
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COVERDELL

ate-conservative Coverdell’s election was his
opposition to abortion-on-demand and gays in the
military, positions ‘‘Religious Right'’ foes custom-
arily argue backfire on Republicans., But these
issues enabled the ex-Peace Corps director to
become Georgia’s second GOP senalor . since
consiruction.

By opposing the Freedom of Choice Aci
(FOGCAj}; — which goes far beyond Roe v. Wade in
siriking down all state restrictions on abortion—
and President-elect Clinton’s decision 1o lift the
ban on homosexuals in the military, Coverdeil
energized evangelical conservatives and iraditional
values advocates at the grass-roots level. Their
campaign activities undoubtedly helped 10 make
possible his razor-thin victory (16,000 votes out of
more than 1.2 million cast) over the incumnbent.

Strong evidence that these issues played well was
the large turnout for Coverdell among blue-collar

nity. In three counties— Jenkins, Screvan and Lin-
coln — blue-collar Democrats turned to Coverdell
in such numbers that he became the first Republi-
. a: ever 1o carry them in a race for statewide of-

Moreover, several counties that had gone
to Democrat Fowler in the initial balloting
November 3 switched to Coverdeli Ia the run-
off three weeks later, The most noteworthy

Democrats and Georgia’s large military commu-

gt e I GRPDOHCHES HO WILL LIS WUS° RONIINE.
tion. But he was light years more conservaiive than
» Fowler, who sports the highesi rating -from (he
~liberal ‘Americans for Democratic Action of any
lifers and evangelical conservatives 1o _.o__ Eu :_...:.
le sdeavewfor. Coverdel)e 1 o, 0 i
" Even moderate Rep. Jim _.onn: Aw _osmr
- “Religious Right*’ critic, conceded on *‘Meet the
~ Press” that “'in Georgia. . . [Religious Right) peo-
ple supported a Repubiican candidale who was not
exactly of their liking.”

In ousting _uoi_n_.. Coverdell overcame ihe his-
toric odds against Republicans in his state, a huge
spending disadvantage (Fowler apparently spent.
close 1o twice as much as Coverdell on the run-
off), and appearances on behalf of the incumbent
by Bilt Clinton, Al Gore, and former President
{and Georgia son) Jimmy Carter,

In so doing, Coverdell was able 10 give his par-
ty's national leadership something to crow about
only three weeks after they lost the White House.

Noting that the defeat of Fowler leaves the U.S,
Senate with the same 57-10-43-seat .Democratic
majority as before the November 3 presidential
election, Senate Republican Leader Bob Dole pro-
claimed i1 as tangible evidence that Democrats re-~
ceived no mandate for a major liberal agenda in the
November elections.

**1 think this is an indication that shere is a signal
being sent out there by the people of Georgia 1o
President-elect Clinton,” said Dole, who stumped
vigorously for Coverdeil.- *‘Don’t go tod far and
too iass.”’

His moderate credentials aside, nominee Cover-
dell also ran on strong conservative themes in the
earlier contest against Wyche, vividly delineating
the differences between Fowler and the more pop-
tilar, more conservative Sam Nunn.

~Dixie senator. That was enough for Dao:%m S pro-

L ULE Ncdicd  welevision debate, Coverdell
gained ground by ann_m:__m. “1 know Sam Nupn's
record and, Wyche, you're no Sam Nunn!'!-—
whereupon he spelled out where Fowler differed

o " with Nunn: in mcvvo:.ﬂm the 1989 oo.._m-nmm_oum—
pay .raise.,in opposing the death penalty for
. violent crime; and in. voting against school. E. er,
. ¢thoice in education and SDI. ]

But Coverdell still wasn't able to overcome Fow-
ler’s lead by November 3. As Democrai Clinton
carried the state, Fowler outpolled Coverdell by &
tight 49 to 48 per cent margin, with the remainder

going’ to the Liberiarian candidale. Under o

28-year-old state law requiring a majority , the top
two votc-getters were forced into the November 24
run-off,

It was in the run-off thet ihe Issues of abor-
tivg and homosexusls in the military moved io
the fore,

State anti-abortion activists launched an in-
dependent effort against the incumbent and the
evangelical conservatives went into action,

Waycross Mayor John Knox (a leader of ?n <

state's Pat Robertson forces and past primary op-
ponent to Coverdell) energized his forces on behalf
of the Republican nominee in the run-off, and the
state affiliate of Robertson's Christian Coalition
ofnzmz the mailing of more than one million

*‘voter guides” that contrasied the positions ef
Coverdell and Fowler on both social and eco-
nomic issues, including the Balanced Budget
Amendment and taxes. (The Libertarian can-
didate, as well as the state Perot o-mms.nu:o: m_mo
wound up endorsing Coverdell.)

Summarizing the activities of the conservatives,
Augusta Chronicle editor Bhil Kent told HUMAN
EVENTS that *‘there’s no question such groups -
were an integral part of Paul Coverdell’s winning
ncm__:oz They-mobilized azw:,oﬁ& conservative
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and Exchange Commission disclosed he bought in 1989 for $100,000. The
Family Channel is crown jewel of a media empire which includes a radio
venture; U.S. Media Corp., which bid for UPL and Northstar Entertainment
Group Inc. Robertson, whose cash pay as International Family
Entertainment chairman was listed as more than $371,000 last year, is also
chancellor of Virginia- based Regent University and head of the Operation
Blessing International Relief and Development Corp. (The Buffalo News,
May 14, 1992)

VEEH

WHEN PAT ROBERTSON LOST his 1988 presidential bid, many
wrote the Christian broadcaster’s political obituary. Now it looks as though
his failed national campaign may have been more of a political
springboard than a coffin. Through his low-profile but potent Christian
Coalition, Robertson has re-emerged as a heavy hitter in big-league GOP
politics . . . Instead of trying to wrest control of the Republican party from
the top down, as Robertson did in 1988, ihe Christian Cealition is
infiltrating from the grass roots up. The goal is to mobilize enough
Christian activists to control the GOP and Congress by 1996. Judging from
the coalition’s two-year record, it is off to a strong start . . . What
remains to be seen is whether the efforts of Robertson’s group and the
Christian right will strengthen the GOP or fracture what historically has
been the nation’s most cohesive political party.

. . . GOP squabbling hasn’t seemed to slow down the Christian~ )
Coalition. The organization has 16 staff members based in Chesapeake
who oversee 210 Jocal Christian Coalition chapters in 42 states. In just two
years the coalition message has gleaned finandal support from 250,000
contributors. This year it has $12 million in its war chest - double what it
received in 1991. “Think like Jesus. Lead Like Moses. Fight like David.
Run like Lincoln,” is one of the group's rallying cries. Among its
supporters have been the National Republican Senatorial Committee,
which was the organization’s largest initial contributor, giving it $64,000
in 1990, financial records show. (The Virginian-Pilot, June 21, 1992) vj

HHu4

. . . THE CHRISTIAN COALITION has used donations to build a
vast computer list of more than 1 million voters. It also publishes a
bimonthly newspaper, called the Christian American, which has a paid
circulation of 200,000. Among the publication’s contributing writers are
GOP activist Phyllis Schlafly, founder of the anti-abortion group Eagle
Forum, and Oliver North. (The Virginian-Pilot, June 21, 1992) :
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LIBERTARIAN GUEST - Rodney Travis, Libertarian candidate for

Charleston House District 113, has been a spedal guest of the delegation
all week He was invited by Andy and Roberta Combs of Hanahan . . .
Andy Combs is seeking the GOP nomination for Senate District 4.
Roberta Combs is state president of the Christian Coalition and former
treasurer of the state GOP. (The State-Record (Columbia, SC), August 19,

1992)
HHEEH

... LEADERS OF THE CONSERVATIVE CALIFORNIA Republican
Assembly and their allies, the Christian Coalition, the Gun Owners of
California, the Pro- Life Pact and Operation Rescue contend their efforts
and funding helped nominate 10 conservative candidates for the Assembly.
Candidates they backed lost in two other races to candidates supported by
Wilson, for a 10-2 "victory.”. . . The prindipal groups in the ad hoc coalition
headed by the California Republican Assembly include: The Christian
Coalition, headed by Sarah DeVito Hardman, 2 Los Angeles- area furniture
manufacturer. Her group, which she says has some 10,000 members, grew
out of Pat Robertson’s national organization after the minister’s 1988
presidential campaign. Hardman says the group seeks to "educate voters
with pro-family" arguments; The Gun Owners of California and the
National Rifle Association ... (The San Francisco Examiner, June 7, 1992)

#AHP

... IN AN APRIL LETTER TO BUSH re-election offidal Charlie
Black, leaders of the Virginia-based Christian Coalition offered a list of 53
Californians whom "Pat Robertsor would like to be seriously considered
as delegates” to the GOP convention. However, only four of Robertson’s
nominees were included in the delegate list released last week by the Bush
campaign. (The Sacramento Bee, May 17, 1992)

#ead

... TAXRECORDS AND CHRISTIAN COALITION DOCUMENTS
show extensive finandal and political ties to nationa] and Jocal Republican
Party organizations . . . records here show that the largest single
contributor has been the National Republican Senatorial Committee, which
gave $ 64,000 — described by Reed as "seed money” — in October 1930.
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... RECORDS ALSO SHOW THE CHRISTIAN COALITION in turn
has made $31,000 in political contributions, including $25,000 for what
Reed called "generic party-building” to a local Virginia Republican Party
committee during last year's state legislative races. Those races were
openly targeted by the Christian Coalition, whose members distributed
thousands of pro-family voter guides that were heavily tilted on behalf of
local Republican candidates, a key factor, many Democrats said, in the
GOP picking up eight seats in the Virginia Senate.

"They openly targeted me by using their phone banks starting in
July 1991 and getting their voters to the polis, calling them as many as five
times," said Moody E. Stallings Jr., a Democratic state senator form Virginia
Beach who lost to a Christian Coalition-backed Republican. "I would have
to say they were a major factor in my defeat.” Robertson trumpeted the
results of the Virginia state legislative races in a fund-raising letter on
Christian Coalition stationery two months ago, noting the "stunning upset
victory" of his forces in legislative elections in his home base of Virginia
Beach. "This was the first time that a Republican majority had bezn elacted
from this city in over 100 years!" Robertson wrote.

.. - Reed acknowledged in an interview that the IRS is conducting
a separate audit of the Christian Coalition and that the agency has yet to
approve its 1989 application for 501C(4) tax-exempt status. Marcus Owens,
director of exemption organizations for the IRS, said the lack of a formal
ruling means that the organization can continue to raise and spend money
but may be liable for back taxes if the IRS determines that it did not
qualify for the exemption . . . "Certainly we would feel that providing
money to a particular party is equivalent to providing it to a candidate.
In our view, political party activities are clearly campaign intervention

activity only slightly removed from the campaign." (The Washington Post,
September 10, 1992)

#HG#

. . - QUAYLE, IN FACT, has been far ahead of his patron in
appealing to evangelical concerns. He first launched his assault on the
"cultural elite” nearly a year ago in a little-noted speech to Robertson’s
Christian Coalition, a group contending for control of G.O.P. organizations
in several states. He elaborated on that theme, and attracted more
attention, at the Southern Baptists’ annual meeting in June. Lately Bush
has also been singing from the same hymnal - albeit in gentler tones. In
July he appeared on Robertson’s TV show, where he dutifully pledged
allegiance to most items on the religious right’s agenda. He also agreed to
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LEVEL 1 -27 07 STORIES
Copyright (c) <1988 > The Washington Post

December 31, <1988,> Saturday, Final Edition

SECTION: FIRST SECTION; PAGE A3

LENGTH: 528 words

HEADLINE: FEC Fines Robertson < Campaign> $ 25,000;

Commission Says TV Evangelist Filed as a < Presidential > Candidate a Year Late
BYLINE: Charles R. Babcock, Washington Post Staff Writer

BODY:

The Federal <Election> Commission has fined the Republican <presidential >
< campaign> of television evangelist <Pat Robertson> E 25,000, saying he violated
federal <election> law by filing as a candidate a year later than he should have.

In a conciliation agreement signed by Robertson’s <campaign> attorney, Marion

. "Edwyn Harrison, the FEC said that "the context and content” of a Sept. 17,
7.1986, broadcast Robertson made from Constitution Hall and a related direct-mail

- _program "went beyond the testing of the feasibility of a <campaign.> . .

Robertsan said that night, in a speech beamed by satellite to 150,000

" supporters, that he would become a candidate if 3 million registered voters

signed petitions saying they would back the effort. But he didn’t officially

~ file as a candidate or report how he was raising money untii Oct. 15, 1987.

FEL generai counsel Lawrence M. Noble noted that Robertson mailed out

“ fund raising leiters to 1.6 million people following the broadcast, including

- one that said contributors could claim a tax credit for a contribution of $ 50

- to a candidate. Robertson received more than $ 2.3 million from those solicitations.

The agreement stated that Robertson’s committee spent more than $ 5,000 in

" connection with the show and "Mr. Robertson became a candidate for the office of
. president approximately one year earlier than the date on which he filed his
= statement of candidacy.” In addition, it said, his <campaign> committee,

- Americans for Robertson, should have filed financial reporis beginning at least

with the 1986 year-end report. ) ]
Harrison filed papers, including affidavits from Robertson and his <campaign>

manager R. Marc Nuttle, contending the September 1986 event cost § 4.2 million
more than it raised, and that his candidacy was clearly "conditioned" on what

was termed 3 million "indications of support.” Harrison said yesterday that this
meant some of the indications of support were pledges instead of actual signatures.

Harrison said that the FEC first wanted the Robertson <campaign> to pay a
civil penalty "pretty close to double” the $ 25,000 in the settlement. He
negotiated the price down, saying, "It gets to a point where the cost of
settling is cheaper than the cost of litigation."

The fine is to be paid in six monthfy installments of $ 4,166.66 starting Jan. 1.

Robertson’s <campaign> raised and spent more than $ 20 million, but won few
delegates. The candidate has since returned as host of the "700 Club" on the
Christian Broadcasting Network (CBN) he founded in Virginia Beach.

The fine on the late filing of his candidacy was the result of an FEC
investigation of a complaint from a California man, Harvey Furgatch. The FEC
is conducting an audit of the Robertson <campaign> because it accepted several
million doliars in public funds.

In addition, the Internal Revenue Service has been auditing CBN to see if the
Robertson-controlled <tax-exempt> network was illegally aiding his partisan
political work. That investigation started after disclosures that CBN had
transferred millions of doltars to a connected group trying to register
Christians to become Roberison delegates in the GOP primary in Michigan.



LEVEL 1 - 30 W7 STORIES
Copyright (c) <1988> The Washington Post

May 14, <1988, > Saturday, Final Edition

SECTION: EDITORIAL; PAGE A25; FREE FOR ALL
LENGTH: 606 words
HEADLINE: Robertson’s Money: For Television Or Politics?

BODY:

On the Free for All page April 30, <Pat Robertson> attempted to explain his
"side of the story" on “whether millions of dollars spent by the Freedom
Council, a <tax-exempt> foundation, controlled by Mr. Roberison, were spent for
political purposes,” as you accurately stated the matter in your editorial of
April 25. But how does he defend taking $ 8.5 miilion in 1984, 1985 and 1986 -
money given for the evangelistic and charitable work of the Christian

- Broadcasting Network - to launch his <presidential campaign? >

"In 1981, ! formed the Freedom Council to fight religious injustice by prayer

= education and public and legal action. During most of the time thereafter,
-~ management and direction of the Freedom Council were in the hands of officers
“ and directors other than myself," he said in his letter to The Post.

In fact, the 1983 IRS return of the Freedom Council indicates that it had no

"~ income and no expenditures. Apparently, two years after its creation, the
=~ council was little wsore than a legal entity in a desk drawer. Ah, but in 1984,
27 it listed $ 690,000 in revenues while it spent $ 1,271,000, (How that is
= possible it not clear.) But the CBN tax return shows that $ 822,000 was "loaned”
=~ to the Freedom Council -- funds that were never repaid. What happened to the
= other $ 132,0007 That’s unciear too. But in 1985, CBN made grants to the Freedom
“7 Council of $ 4,632,000. That was the year that Robertson began his efforts to
.. seize control of the Michigan Republican Party. In 1986 came $ 3 million more. Why?

He candidly says, "In the fall of 1985, the Michigan Republican Party

©: announced an arcane program of precinct delegate selection that would allow

delegates a voice in the <election> of state party officers and . . . in <1988,>
the delegates from Michigan to the Republican National Convention. . . . Since
one of the goals of the Freedom Council was to fight for religious freedom
through public action, it seemed perfectly appropriate under IRS guidelines for
the Freedom Council to educate and encourage people to participate on a
nonpartisan basis in the political process. "

Was Vice President George Bush or Rep. Jack Kemp opposed to "religious
freedom"? The Freedom Council and Robertson never gave any evidence of it. Why,
then, was it necessary to compete with Bush and Kemp for precinct delegates? The
real reason is that Michigan was the first state to choose its delegation to the
Republican National Convention. Robertson hoped to win Michigan and thereby have
a running start on the Jowa caucuses and the New Hampshire primary. In fact, by
electing 4,000 precinct delegates -- more than Bush or Kemp — he was able to
take over the state Republican committee. Gregory Jackson, the Freedom Council’s
last executive director, told me that when he tried to overrule cerntain
expenditures as being "too political” for a nonprofit, nonpartisan group like
the Freedom Councif, Robertson overruled him, saying, "Greg, we need to do
this.” Jackson also says that "Pat had no legal authority in the Freedom Council
after the fall of 1985, but he called all the shots the whole time I was there.

When I told him about the IRS investigation [of its funding], he shut it down in
a day.” So much for Robertson’s ¢laim that the council’s management was in the
hands of others.

Robertson claims that the "work of the Freedom Council was fully within legal
and ethical guidelines." But did the 500,000 peopie who contribute to the
Christian Broadcasting Network give $ 8.5 million for Robertson to run for president?

- Michael §. McManus

Michael J. McManus writes a syndicated column on ethics and religion.
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Citizen Action: Noah’s Ark or a Sham?

By Richard E. Cohen

Citizen Action, a prominent liberal ac-
fivist group, has in recent years me-
thodically broadened the scope of its
activities from legislative lobbying to
the national electoral arena, with con-
siderable success,

But some of the tactics used by the
Chicago-based organization—whose
leadership will be convening in Wash-
ington in mid-June to plot presidential
carpaign strategy——have come under
intense scrutiny. And some of Citizen
Action’s Republican targets have
charged that it is violating federal elec-
tion and tax laws.

president and political director of Citi-
zen Action, dismissed Kasten's criti-
cism, saying, “We only use the orga-
nization's resources to communicate
with our members on behalf of a can-
didate.” Communications with the
public, he said, are made through affil-
viated political action committees
(PACs). “We are not unigue. We are
important because we are effective and
are trying to bring people into the po-
Litical process. ... Republicans don't
like it when they are attacked in the

political arenz ™
ten challenged the Wisconsﬂ
group’s attacks in October 1986 by fil-

Citizen Action is a national c~-
alition of state-based groups that
embraces progressive-siyle pali-
tics and usés & grass-roots ap-
proach 1o frequently get its way
with lawmakers. In its assertive-
ness, it parallels many other tax-
exempt coalitions that have be-
come pointedly more partisan,
But few of the other groups have
attracted such harsh criticism.

Senate Republicans call the
complex Citizen Action web of
organizations a “sham.” “Citizen
Action has been skirting laws that
restrict the activities of tax-ex-
empt corporale groups,” said
Benjamin Ginsberg, the National
Republican Senatorial Commit-
tee’s legal counsel. “And its mas-
sive political contacts with non-
members are illegal corporate
contributions that escape full
public disclosure.”

Critics pounce on a classified
advertisement that the national
arm of Citizen Action recently
ran in The Washington Post, seek-
ing students who can earn up to
5400 g week this summer to “help elect
a Democrat o the White House” by
joining its “community outreach”

staff.
" *This is not a nonpartisan group,”
said Sen. Robert W. Kasten Jr., R-
Wis., who prompted the GOP inquiry
following attacks sgainst him in his
1986 reelection campaign by Wiscon-
sin Action Coalition, part of the Citi-
zen Action network. “The idea that
they are trying to elect a presidential
candidate is outside the spirit—and

ybe the letter—of the law.”

Robert M. Brandom, who is vice
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Robert W Kasten Jr.

Has challenged group’s tax-exempt status

ing complaints with the Internal Reve-
nue Service and the Federal Election
Commission (FEC), but neither
agency has issued a response. Under
the tax law, a so-called 501(c}(4) or-
ganization promoting the social wel-
fare is entitled to taz-exempt status,
but it may not intervene with the pub-
lic on behalf of or in opposition to a
political candidate. The House Ways
and Means Committee recently held
hearings on alieged abuses by tax-ex-
empt groups.

In a separate proceeding, which
Kasten and his party colleagues were

unaware of until recently, the FEC has1
fined the iilinois Public Action Courn-
cil—another tax-exempt arm of Citi-
zen Action—for making illegal corpo-
rate contributions to congressional
candidates in 1984. Rabert Creamer,
the council’s executive director, signed
a conciliation agreement with the com-
mission and agreed in September 1986
to pay a $5,000 civil penalty. Under its
procedures, the FEC did not disclose
the details of this case, which resulted
from an internal staff review, until two
months ago.

Citizen Action’s emergence as a self>
styled national progressive movement
has made it a growing political
force. By becoming increasingly
involved in national campaigns,
along with races for local offices,
its leaders say they have been -
shifting the national debate away
from the policies of the Reagan
Administration.

According to Citizen Action’s
promotional materials, the net-
work in 1986 supported Demo-
cratic candidates for the Senate in
Georgia, Maryland, North Carc-
fina, Pennsylvania, South Da-
kota, Washington and Wisconsin.
Jts impact has been trumpeted by
national political reporters, in-
cluding Washington Post colum-
nist David S. Broder, who called
the state groups “'a growing po-
litical presence and force in the
country.”

The Midwest Academy, a na-
tiona! training center for Citizen
Action’s political foot soldiers,
has scheduled a retreat in Wash-
ington on June 17-1% to discuss
this year's presidential campaign
and to set strategy for the Demo-
cratic convention and the elec-
tion. At a separate meeting in the capi-
tal slated for June 19, the Citizen
Action board may decide to endorse
the Democratic presidential nominge,
Brandon said. Four years ago, the
group endorsed Democrat Walter F,
Mondale for President.

Despite these nationally focused
campaign activities, Citizen Action is
better known on Capitol Hill for its
lobbying on behalf of issues such as
energy regulation, toxic waste disposal
and health care. Brandon said that the
group fought for expanded prescrip-

(continued an p. 1550)
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tion drug coverage in the catastrophic
illness insurance legislation, which
Congress cleared in early June.

Citizen Action affiliates pursue sim-
ilar agendas in nearly two dozen states.
“We are a federation of statewide citi-
zen organizations,” Brandon said.
“Most of our work is done at the state
level and is directed to legislative activ-
ities.” The state groups make wide use
of neighborhood canvassers 10 gener-
gte grass-roots support among mem-
bers and nonmembers.

Citizen Action was first organized
in 1980 to pursue state issues on a pa-
tional level. It veceives dues from its
state chapters, which have 1.6 million
members. Heather Booth, the national
president, works out of Citizen Ac-
tion's Chicago officz.

The national group also has worked
closely with and has received financial
assistance from other organizations,
including the National Council for Se-
nior Citizens and several labor unions.
Citizen Action’s
Washington offices
are in the Interna-
ticnal Association of
Machinists building;
i Januvary, Citizen
Action gave machin-
ists president William
W. Winpisinger its
first lifetime achieve-
ment award.

Alsg providing sub-
stantial aid to Citizen
Action have been the
nation's trial lawyers,
who are known for
their aggressive legis-
lative and electoral
tactics on issues that
affect them, such as
their opposition to na-
tional product liability
legislation.

Citizen Action has maintained an
especially active relationship with &
narrow segment of the trial lawyer
community, the approximately 90 at-
torneys who represent raifroad union
members in liability cases. Robert ILF.
Brobyn, a Philadelphia lawyer who is
chairman of the group that calls itself
Campaign for Safe Railroads, said that
it was organized in 1986 in response to
efforts by the nation's railroads to re-
place the existing liability coverage for
rail workers with a form of workers®
compensation. *This would be bad for
the employees and bad for their law-

yers, by moving away from a fault sys-
tem,” he said.

In 1987, Brobyn's group merged
forces with several other organiza-
tions, including Citizen Action and the
Ilinois Public Action Council, to form
the Coalition for Safe and Responsible
Railroads, The council was paid
$50,000 to prepare a document on rail-
road safety, which includes data on
railroad accidents. ““I found them an
excellent organization,” Brobyn said.

Citizen Action issued a statement in
Washington on May 26 criticizing
Kasten for supporting an effort by
Amirak 1o change the Federal Em-
ployess' Liability Act, the 80-year-old
law gaverning railway workers’ injury
cases. “Kasten's amendment on Am-
trak is clearly intended by the rail in-
dustry to be a foot in the door towards
eliminating this stringent safety law,"
said Creamer, hea¢ of the 1ilinois Pub-
lic Action Council.

Included in the materials was a
four-page briefing paper on the danger

of railroads, which cited the IRinois
group's study, and criticism of Kasten
by Jeff Eagan, executive director of the
Wisconsin Action Coalition. “Maybe
our activities serve the interests of trial
lawyers,” Eagan said in an interview.
“But our group is broad-based. We're
like Noak’s ark.” Creamer and Eagan
held three press conferences across
‘Wisconsin to trumpet their study.
Kasten responded with a statement
by James T. Sims, his press secretary.
“This liberal political group isn't
representing the public safety so much
as they zre trial lawyers who are ex-

ploiting the present outdated railroad
workers' compensation system,” Sims
said. “The group's shrill contention
that safety will be undermined is com-
pletely unfounded.” Kasten, who is
ranking Republican on the Com-
merce, Science and Transportation
Subcommittee on Surface Transporta-
tion, has not introduced legislation,
but he has discussed Amtrak’s request
for a three-year trial period with a
workers’ compensation system.

The 1986 campaign opposition to
Kasten was another example of the
Citizen Action-labor-trial lawyer con-
nection. Kasten’s opponent was Ed
Garvey, a trial lawyer who previously
served as the outspoken executive di-
sector of the National Football League
Players Association.

In its 1986 campaign against Kas-
ten, for example, the Wisconsin Ac-
tion Coaliion ran radio advertise-
ments criticizing his votes on social
security. “We watched the blending of
the Garvey campaign and Wisconsin
Action Cozlition,”
Kasten said. Esgan
has denied the charge;
his group's responses
on Kasten’s complaint
to the federal agencies
remain private.

Similar controversy
surrounded the 1986
campaign against
GOP Sen. Slade Gor-
ton by Washingion
Fair Share—another
part of the metwork.
Gorton lost and is
making a comeback
attempt this year. And
the Missouri Citizen/
Labor Coalition held
press conferences to
highlight the cam-
paign contributions
from toric waste
dumpers received by Senate GOP can-
didate Christopher S. (Kit) Bond.

Kasten said that the National Re-
publican Senatorial Committes plans
soon to file tax and election-lew com-
plainis against the Citizen Action net-
work and that he may pursue legisla-
tive actien 1o prevent what he sees as
abuses by tax-exempt groups. “The
citizen-volunteer aura that these
groups try to cloak themselves in is
frandulent,” he said. *'We are going to
expose them for what they are—activ-
ists supporting Democratic candi-

dates.” E
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tiwm up is by applying a fair standard

across the board

Personally, I would like to see candi-
dates voluntarily agree to speak for
themselves, My own experience tells
me it &5 uaplikely that this will be
arreed to. That is why I support this
amendment. It atill allows for some
anonymous announcer to sling mud,
but at least it requires that the candi-
dale sponsoriog it be identified,

‘This bill is really no departure from
current disclosure and disciaimer
theory. It slmpily translates the fiction
of thumbnall photos and unreadable
newsprint disclaimers {pto the reality
of & disciaimer that voters can ia fact
recognize,

T will never forget Yhe demonstmtion
nf one media consultant who tried to
talk me Into Tunning negative ancny-
mous zds. With great pride he showed
me how he vonld camouflage the back-
ground of the tiny photo mnd news-
print disclaimer now reguired 1o make
them mmreadabile. He put 3t o the test
by telling people in advance where it
was; he placed the 2d foor timesin n
row, end-Zvs cut of five people could
ne? vezd or identify the disclaimer,

The poimt hiere Is that contrary to
the stated purpose of current Yaw, we
beve o dischiimer requiremernt, in
fact. This amendment does nothing
more than recognize and correct the
currency deficiency in existing dis-
claimer law.

1 kave a hard time secing how

snyone who supports the disciaimer
concepl can oppose this amendment.

Some criticize this 8¢ an thoumbent's
protection plan. But that is not true.
In fazt, in my bome State we bad &
House challenger endorse my more
siringent proposnl because he didn't
likp the eheap-shot campaigns. He,
like 2, ren afls shout his opponent. Bt
he had the conviction to speak for
himself, Only one of five soneressioral
candidates sefused,

This amendment is far less demend-
ing than my owb standard. It is simply
an effective disclosure reguirement
uhnch, for the first time, effectively

does what the origimal campaign dis-
closure act promised, and I agals oooe-
mend is author.

1 urge my colleagues to join me in
suppart of this amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order the Chair recog-
nizes the Senator from Kentucky Ihdr.
McCoxwerrl for purposes ol oifering
an amendment.

ANTHTEENT 0. 272 TO AMENIHIRT 0. 363

l Parpose: To deay tax status to certain
in campalzns,

a‘ Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 1
zensd an smendment to the desk and
ek for It lmmedizte considerstion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The
cierk wifi repord.

The assistant legislative cwrk rend
a5 foRvwx:
nemmmwm AWcCon-

il propeess AN wmendment uu.mba-ed

272 o amendment No. M2

Mr. McCONNELY. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous eonsent that reading of
the amendnrent be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objertine, it is £0 ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

Al the end of W smendmend, insert the
doldowing:

SEC. ERSMHACAORS OX BAFT MOIY ACiTil-
TIRN F TAXEXEUPT DRGANITA-
TIONS.

{a) Ir Grerral —Section 581 of the Inter-
nal Revenpe Code of 1888 {relating to ex-
emption Irom tax) is amended by redeslg-
nating subsectinn (n) as subsection (o) and
by inserting after subgection {m) the follow-
{ng newr sudsectiom

) Drwuy or Tax-Exrurr BraTts ¥OR
Avrovrrirs To INFLUencx a Froxnarn Xizo-
TToR.—AnN arganization shall hot be treated
a5 exerapt from tax under subsection (83 #f
sich erganizatinn participates or intervenes
in any political campaign on behalf of orf in
opposition &0 any condldate for Fedaral
olfice.”,

(b} EFrxctivk DArx~The armeadment
made by anbsection ta) rhell pply to wny

“participation or inmtervention by ¥n organkza.

tion on or alter the date of enactment or
Septeniber L, 196E, whichiever Is kater.

SEC. .DENIAL G¥ TAX-EXEMPT BTATUS FD& CER.
TAIN POLITICAZEN ACTITE ORGAND.
EATIONS,

() In Grmmss—Section 504 of the Inter-
nal Reveaue Code of 1988 (relatlig to #x-
emption from tax), as amended by the pre-
ceding section, 1s amended by redesienating
subsectlon {0} &s subsectinn () and by in-
egerting xfter stbsectlon o) the Jollowing
new subsection:

*wo) Dexiar of TAz-Eroarr STarvs rox
Cerrax  Poirrroaey Active OReawits-
TI0NS.—

“(1) In cepemar. —An arganimtion shali
not be treaied 3 exempled from tax under
subsectlion (&) 1f—

*{A) such organization devotes any of #s
operating budget to—

*({} yoter registration or get-out-the-vote
campstgns or

i) paxticipation or Intervention in any
politicy] campaizs an behy! of or n oppost-
tian 40 eny candlidate far public office; and

“{B) a candidate, or an auvihorired vom-
mittes of & condidate, has-

D solicited contributions 1o, oron behsdd
of. such orgamization; and

(i) the solivitation $5 made in coobera-
tion, consultation, or concert with, or gt the
request or sogrestion of, sueh organieation.

“(2

A Ix cm—-m term ‘candidzte’
bas the meaning glven such ternm by pars-
graph (2) ol sectlon 301 o the Federnl Flee-
tion Tampalgn Actof 1971 (2 US.C. 4312,
OF CONGRESS.--The lerm

elaction 2o, such pffjee has passed and such
{pdividual has not 2o filad, and

(i auch Individual &5 nat otherwise &
candldate desciToed 1o subparagrapl: (AL,
1) Errrerivz Date—The amendments
made by this section shall 2pply to taxable
years ending afeer tive dute of ensctment of
this Act, tut only with respeci to solicita-
lons or mggestions by candidutes made
aficr dhe date of Lhe snaccment of this Act
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the Trevious order there are 30 min-
utes equally dicided for debate an this

TN .
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hr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
there has been a Iot of tx1k about 501t
maoney In this debate, but we reslly
have not dealt with it yet. The defini-
tion of zoft money is that it is money
spent by Jlabor unions, corporations,
and political parties to affect the out-
come ©of elections but which is not re-
ported to the FEU, disclosed Yo the
pablic, or limited or regulated by Iaw.
Bolt money activities can alsp be con-
ducted in consultation with the candi-
date, as opposed to independent ex-
penditures, which must be done inde-
pendent of the candidate, Soft money
activities cam be engaged In by poltl-
val partles and By groups that are not
political parites, tax-exempt Eroups.

8. 3, the bl before us, seeks to nafl
perties, the one entity in America that
wili stand up for challengers Unfortu-
nately we are gaing to have n roRcall
vote on Benator Dore's amendment to
provide seed money for challengerss,
further evidence that & 3 is designed
to further it the scale against chal-
lengers.

Mr. President, in dealing witk soft
money, 5. 3 crunches the saft iuohey
out of the partles but leaves 21l soft
money expenditures by Tonparles
completely unufiected,

With this amencment, 1 bope <o
eliminate one of the most insidious
forms af taxpayer financing od cam-
palgns in our system: Tax-free corpo-
ratians, subsidized wnder our Tay
Code which perticipate aggressively In
poliiical campaipgns, taking sides snd
doing everything tn their poxer to get-
the outcome they want. The only dif-
ference between these groups and po-
litically involved private citizens is
that the vitizens pay taxes; the corpo-
rations donot.

“This amendment simply says that #f
a corpuration wants to participate in 2
polities! campaign on behelf of or In
opposition 1o o candidate for Federal
office, they will not be punished. Wo
public money will zo to their oppo-
ner:it, but nor will they be sbie o claim
exeraption from taxes that every other
American citizen pays. 2

“The zule here Is simple and fafr: I¢
you want $o play, you have to pay. I o
carporation wants to operate as an ad-
Jjuret compalgn organization for & par-
ticular candidate or activity,
or attack the candidate, it ks not going
to get s tax break for doing it.

“This synendment hss & second im-
portant porpose. Bveryone in ihis
body s concerned mbount the biack
market of soft money that is choking
Presidential and congressicnal races,
principally Presidential Taces. The
major players in this black market are
tax-free organizatiors; labor unions
and thousands of other corporations
formed under section 501(c) of the In-
ternal Revenue code,

With oommiterlzed phone banks,
targeted direet mafi, intricate money-
transferting schemes, nnd coordinated
earned media strategies, these tax-free

- corporations run possibly the most 8o~
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phisticated black markel in America.
None of this activity—I repeat, none of
this activity—is publicly disclesed. All
of it i3 conducted beneath the radar of
the Federal Election Commlission. Ex-
perts have submitted that about hal!
the total money spent in the last Pres-
idential election was soft money, unre-
ported, undisclosed, unlimited, some of
it by poiitical parties. Much of that,
however, was disclosed. Millions by the
nonparty groups.

One reason why these organizations
can efford such massive stealth cam-
paigns {8 that they are subsidized
through their tax exemption. In pther
words, we are forcing the American
taxpayer to help subsidize the soft-
money black market. My amendment
corrects this outrageous anomaly in
the tex law. If you are sgainst taxpay-
er financing, as most Americans sre, or
if you mre simply against continuing
this tax break for soft money, you
should vote for this amendment. If
you think soft money deserves & tax
exemption, then obvicusly you will be
against this amendment. But. If we are
going to gei sericrs ~hout eliminating
soft moner, then the f{irst thing we
should do 18 {ake awey ils tax breaks.

Whenever 8 new measure is intro-
duced, there i always some concern
about what the language means and
how the courts will interpret it. The
Democratic leader and I discussed this
last summer during this debate. For
simplicity sake, my amendment adopts
the exact same Ianguage that defines
the permissible activities of charitable
organizations set forth in section
501¢cX3) of the Tax Code. This lan-
guage Is ¢ld, tested, and true. In fact,
it was drafted and offered in 1954 by
then Senater Lyndon Johnson, Since
then, thiz language has been upheld
repeatedly in the courts and refined
by 35 years of judicial interpretation.

For example, although tax-free cor-
porations are banned from intervening
in political compaigns, they are never-
theless free to conduct voter education
programs on the positions of candi-
dates 50 long as the program includes
both sldes, Under this language, tax-
free corporations are free to hold de-
bates with the candidates and public
forums on Issues without jeopardizing
thetr tax status.

However, such debates and forums
must be impartial and {air to both can-
didates. That is hardly much to ask (n
return for a tax break. On the other
hand, if the tax-free corporation
wants to run attack phone banks or
send hate mail about a particular can-
didate, It Is free to do s0, but it must

give up it3 exemption from taxes. Or,

and this is very {mportant, Mr. Presl-
dent, it needs to set up & separate po-
Utical committee, 8 nonconnected PAC
which ali of us belleve will gtill be al-
lowed no matier what legisiation we
pass, and report activities to the FEC,
In other words, the seft money 1s con-
verted into hard money.

If an organization wants to run &
pegative-earned  medis campajign
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against & candidate, it is free to do &0,
but the taxpyers will no longer be re-
quired to subsidize 1t.

If my amendment becomes law, soft
money loses §ts tax exempt,lon. It i8 as
simple 83 that.

Finally, let me mentlon one other
important thing my amendment does.
There are a number of tax-exempt
groups that conduct voler registration
drives. That is an admirable and much
needed activity in these days of declin-
ing voter turnout. But, there {s a risk
of political motivation with voter
drives, especlally when the money
paying for the actlvity is donated or
raised by a candidate. My amendment
ellminates that risk by taking away
the tax exemption of any group that
conducts voter registration or get-out-
the-vote drives while knowingly—
knowingly—accepting money from a
candidate for Federal office.

In other words, a tax-exempt group
may not ask & candidate to solicit
funds on its behalf or cooperate with a
solicitation and then turn around and
do voter registration and get-out-the-
vote actiyities.

Mr. President, how much time do I
have re

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator form Eentucky has 7 minutes
and 55 seconds.

Mr, McCONNELL, I reserve the re-
mainder of my time,

The PRESIDING CQFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. BOREN. I yield myself auch
time az I might require.

Mr. President, I think there 1s an
honest misunderstanding and misun-
derstanding of what the current law s
by the author of the amendment, in
all due respect. This {s an amendment
that I hope my coliengues will look at
very carefully and understand what
we are dolng bere, This is an amend-
ment on which I really feel obligated
to raise a red flag, and I hope that
those staff members who are listening
to this discussion and Members who
are lstening to this discussion in thelir
offices will really pay saitention to
what this amendment will actusliy do.
because I think if they do pay atten-
tion to the actual effect of this amend-
ment, there is no wey that they would
want to approve it.

What are the facts? Under the cur-
rent law, 501(cX3} charitable crguniza-
tions—these are organlztions that are
nonprofit charitable organizations
that have a total tux deduction that
are organized to be charities—may not
participate or intervene in any politl-
cal campaign on behalf of or in oppesi-
tion to any candldate for public affice.
Angd if they do 50, they can lose their
tax-exempt status. I do not think, Mr,
President, that anyone would argue
with that.

But what thls amendment wouild de
is extend that same rule to 50l{c) or-
ganizations. 501{c) organizations, as
opposed to purely charitable organiza-
tians lke, let us say, the Salvation
Army or some organization llke that,
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are genezrally not taxed organizations
but they are not necessarily charitiea.
These are the kinds of organtzations
that include civic and business leagues,
labor unions., agricultural organiza-
tions, veterans organizations, fraternal
gocieties and the like, the American
Legion, the VFW, the Farm Bureeu,
the Farmers Union—these kinds of or-
ganizations—the Matlonal Rifie Asso-
ciation, for exampie. ‘These are the
kinds of organizations that are 501(Q)

- organizations. They are civie organize-

tions, fraternal organizations; they are
not charities, per se.

The 501(c) organizations are already
taxed on any political activity. The
current tax law under section 527 of
the Internal Revenue Code requires
that tax exempt 501¢(c) organtzations
pay taxez on that portion of their
income devoted to political activities.
Bo we have already taken care, essen-
tinlly, of ihe nroblem that is being de-
scribed by the Sepator from Ken-
tucky; B01(c)3) charitable organiza-
tions simply cannot participate in the
political process for or sgainst candi-
dates or they lose their tax ezempt
status; 501(c) organizations, ¥ they set
involved for or against candidates in
political actlvities, are tazed upon
those activities and, therefore, are not
treated as tax exempt.

But what would the amendment do
ff it is adopted? And this is what I
hope, Mr. President, that Members
will pay close attention to and really
sonsider before they voie on this
amendment. The effect of the McCon-
nell amendment, if it is adopted, would
be that, for example, these organiza-
tions, which I talked about, could not
inform thelr own Members ahout po-
Htical issues and the political records
of candidates. A veterans organization,
for example, could not inform its
membership that s congressional can-
didate 15 opposed to and voten against
all veterans programs. The National
Rifle Assoclation, or an association ca
the other side of that issue, dedicated
to changes In the gun laws could not
Inform thelr own members of the
records or points of view of Members
of Congress or candidates on Issues re-
Inted t0 gun control, for example. The
Farmers Union and the Farm Burcaw
could not inform the members of their
organization &8s to the position or
yoting records of Members of Congreas
or their opponents related to agricul-
turel issues, Nor couid they run edito-
rials or make other comments or de-
scriptive comments to their own mem-
bers in relstionship to pending lssues
before the Congress that moight be
considered to be political.

Mr. President, I do not think any of
us want to go that far. I do not think
we want to go 3o far as to say if the
American Legion or the VFW, for ex-
ample, decides they want to infornm
the members of voting issues of Mem-
bers of Congress they loose thedr
entire tax-exempt status and are taxed
on everything they do, Inciuding bene-
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ficial prrerams to help the veterans of
this country. I use that as an example.

This certainly Is the case of throw-
ing out the baby with the bath water.
The appropriate thing to do is that {f
the VFW, or the American Leglon, or
the Farm Bureau, or the NRA, or any
other organization decides to get in-
volved for or against political candi-
dates in terms of supporting them and
spending money on campelgns, those
political ectivities are taxed, that that
organization 1s not treated as tax-
exempt for that purpose.

I do not think we want to go so far
s to—we have heard so much about
the freedom of speech and freedom of
expression from those on the other
slde during the course of this debate—
muzzle organizations which are basic
service and fraternal organizations
from communicating with their own
members, for example, about the
voting records and the positions which
Members of Congress have taken on a
particular Issue. That {s going too far.

I urge Members before they vote to
consider how they are golng to go back
and explain to the members eof ths
Armerican Leglon, for excmgle, why
they voted to take away thelr right to
communicate with their own members,
or if they do communlente with their
o members on Issues of the day
they are golng to take away their tax-
exempt status.

In fact, we have also heard & good
deal about we do not want any tax in-
crease, Senstor PACRwWOOD came to the
floor and said we were raising taxes if
we took away the tax subsidy now
being given to lobbying organizations,
massive amounts of money lobbying
Congress each year, $100,000 s year
lobbying organizstions, paying for
their lobbying activities.

The Benator from Oregon said
during that debate that that was a tax
Increase, Certainly, if that was & tax
Increase, which I think s subject to
some question, if we are going to here
apply the same rules across the board
to impose taxes on the American
Legion, for example, for communicat-
ing with their own members about po-
litical matters and giving the records
¢f candidates by taking away thelr
tax-exempt stetus, that would certa.ln
ly be a tax.

&0, Mr. Presldent.. whﬂe I tmm;. un-
doubtedly, this amendment 5 well-in.
tentioned, it has some very unintended
consquences. 1t 18 going to end up pe-
nalizing and punishing 501{(c¢) organi-
zations for communicating with thelr
own members and for sharing infor-
mstion ebout, for example, votlng
recordsofallofug. - :

I think the American Legion ought
to be able to communicate with ali of
its members and to be able to say that
Senator X or Senator Y have been
voting consistently against the veter-
ans or for them, or Senator X or his
opponent are taking differing posi-
tions on very Iimportant veterans’
issues of interest to the American
Leglon. That i3 informative. I think
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the Farmers Ualon or the Farm
Bureau or the American Agriculture
Movement, or any other group in agri-
culture, for example, ought to have
the same privilege,

So I urge Members to vote down this
amendment offered by the Senator
from Kentucky. I think we have 2 so-
lution to the problem already in the
Tax Code. It Is merely & matter of en-
forcement.

The 501{c)3) organizations devoted
to charity loose their tax-exempt
status if they do engage in this kind of
political activity:; 6501¢(c)(3} organiza-
tions are taxed up to the amount of
thelr political sactivity. We do not
make them taxabie on everyithing just
because they do attempt to communi-
cate with their own members and pro-
vide information to their own mem-
bers about the issues of today and the
records of candidates and records of
Members,

Bo, Mr. President, all 1 would say is
Members should read the fine print of
this amendment before they vote on it
becsuse it goes much further than we
should go in terms of constraining
freedom of association in this country.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER {(Mr.
SHrLEY). Who yields thme?

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
the Senator from Kentucky is tempted
to say “There you go again” to the
Senator from Oklahoma. Reading
again The Law Of Tax-Exempt Orga-
nizations, there is not going to be any
prohibition against operations notify-
ing their members.

The IRS voter educaticn guidelines
are clear. It says that they may notify
their members, give them the voting
records of all jncumbents; candidates
for reelection will not be identified.

3. No comment will be made on an individ-
usal's overall qualification for puhlic office.

4. No statements, expressly or Implledly,
endorsing or rejecting any incumbent es &
candidate for public office will be offered.

5. No comparison of incumbents with
other candidates will be made.

It goes on down through No. 8, Mr,
President.

It is very clear, Mr. President, that
groups will be able to continue to
notify their members of the voting
records of candidztes. 1t is right here.
It is well-established Iaw,

In addition, Mr. President, the other
slde argues this amendment Is not nec-
essery since all tax-exempt organiza-
tions are aiready subject to tax on
their political activities. Section 527 of
the Internal Revenue Code to which
the other side refers imposes a special
tax on tax-exempt corporations that
attempt to influence an election, How-
ever, that tax is applled to the lesser
of, one, how much money is spent di-
rectly on the political sctivity, though
not including overhead or administra-
tive costs; or two, the corporation’s in-
vestment ineotne for the year. -

This ends uyp being 8 very small
amount, hardly reflecting the corpors-
tion's total financial commitment to
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political activities and many such tax-
exempt orgenizations just consider
this tax to be a cost of doing business
in the soft money black market.

In other words, the code section to
which my friend from Oklahoms
refers has virtually no impact on tax-
exempt soft money. My amendment,
on the other hand, completely ellml-
nates the tax exemption for organiza-
tions that conduct soft money activi-
ties. But, Mr. President, all that does
is make the organization choose:
either give up its tax exemption,
which I suspect none of them will
choose to do, or get out of the soft
money black market by stopping such
sctivities altogether and setting up &
separate political activity, 85 many of
the organizations do today, a separate
nonconnected PAC—they do that
today—which converts their sctivities
from soft money into hard money.
When that happens, Mr. President,
then it {8 on the FEC report. The
black market is gone. The group still is
sllowed to participate but it pertici-
pates through hard money, When the
soft money {8 converted to hard
money, it becomes limited and dis-
closed like everybody else's contribu.
tion. So this is not going to impact ad-
versely any of these organizations
except that they get out of the soft
money market and participate
thrcugh hard money, like everybody
else in America, outside the tax ez-
emption.

This thought that churches, farm-
ers’ cooperatives, veterans' groups, and
olher organizations thai piay an im-
portant part in the process are going
to somehow be handicapped i8 fust
simply wrong. Civic organizations have
always pisyed an important role in
promoting political involvement and
educating votes in a falr, unbissed
way. That kind of activity is not soft
money, Mr, President. There I3 noth-
ing wrong with {t. My amendment
would not effect it in 2ny way

Civii groups, churches, and any
other organizations formed under the
tax-exempt corporation law would be
free to conduct voter registration,
voter education, candidate ferums,
candidate debates, compilation of
voting records, and candidate ques-
tionnairs, among other political activi-
ties, without, I repeat without, jeop-
ardizing their tax exemption, Howev-
er, these activities must be, az they
should be, nonpartisan, unblased, end
falr to both sides.

If, on the other hand, a tax-exempt
organization wants to support one can-
didate over another, or one parly over
ancther, and do mallings or phone
banks or leafleting or statewide press
conferences on behalf of that position,
that becomes clearly soft money and
the taxpayer shouid not be forced to
stbsidize It through a lucrative tax ex-
emption. That is all my amendment
does.

Let me add that if any of these tax-.
exempt groups want to set up & sepa-
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rate political action commitee to
engage (n political activities, they may
do so under my amendment but in
effect what that does t3 turn a soft
money activity into a hard money ac-
tivity. That is desirable, Mr. President.

The FEC report would mean some-
thing if the McConrell amendment
would be adopted. You would be eble
to pick up an FEC report and yon
would really kmow what {5 being spent,
and {¢ would have no adverse impact
whatsoever on these tax-exempt orga-
nizations. If they wanted to particl-
pate in politlcs, they would simply do
it through & hard money activity
rather than a soft money ectivity. It
does not prohibit their communicating
with thelr members, or doing most of
the things that they do today that are
nonpartisan.

But when they step over into the
partisan field, Mr, President, they
ought to be on the same footing 83 ev-
ecybody else ip the American political
office, through lmited and disallowed
coriributions reported to the FEC.
‘That is all this does. Any effort to
characterize it otherwise ik gn attempd
to scare Members of this body iagto
thinking that they sre casting = vote
against the veterans of America, or
any other tax-exempt group, That is
absurd.

They wiil still be able to function L
& nonpariisan way and keep their tax-
exempt status. But when they start
desiring to operate on behalf of a par-
ticular candidate, or & particular
party, they must set up a nonconuect~
ed PAC, which none of ug belleve can
be abolished by any legislation that we
pass, convertlng that activity into a
hard money activity, therefore limited,
disclosed, and on the FEC forms like
everyhody else In America.

Mr. President, how much time do 1
have remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1
minute, 30 seconds.

Mr. McCONNELL. 1 reserve the re-
malnder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. BOREN., I yleld § minutes to my
colleague, the distinguished Senator
from Texss.

Mr. BENTSEN, Thank you very
much.

I see my Iriend from Xentucky
wants to kill this bill, 1t is a great way
to kill it because it will obviously be
loose-lipped on the House side, Tax
legislation has to originate cn the
House side and not on this side.

We have been through this before.
Article I, section 7 of the Constitution
specilies all bills for ralising revenues
shall originate in the House of Repre-
sentativea,

1 nust tell you the House of Repre-
sentatives feels very strongly about
this. They are very zealous in protect-
ing that particular prerogative.

Some Senstors may wonder whether
that origination clause gives too much
power and privilege to the House. But
I remind Senators that the Constitu.
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ticn itself provides this body with eer-
iain prerogatives—io iy impeach-
ments; responpsibility to give advize
and consent to treatles, to appoint.
ments of Ambassadors, Supreme Court
Justices, and other officers of the
United States, .

I have been frustrated myself at
times when serving in this body and as
chairman of the Finance Commitiee
with our inability to send S-mumbered
revenue bills over to the House and
speed up that process. But these are
the rexlities. ‘

The bottom line 1& It I3 not our
choice to observe the Constitution’s
limitations in this case. Xt is not &
question of whether we like the orga-
nization clause. The Houze {3 going to
Insist on their prerogatives im this

case,

The merits of the amendment has
nothing to do with it. Al thiz samend-
ment can do is kill the bill. We yoted
on this last year. It was & substantial
.vote against it. It was 58 to 41. I say to
my friend from Eentucky that did not
teflect on the substance, and the
1mGariss of his amendment. But it gure
tells us the realitles of what we face In
the House. -

8o I strongly urge the Bembers of
the Senate, unless they are totally
against campaign reform, to vote
against this amendment.

When he proposes legislation like
this, without moving provisions
through the committee, that is not the
way the committee system works. The
purpose of having committees Is o
allow those with the expertise and the
experience {n that particular area to
give it a close look, to see whether it
merits gpproval, then bring it before
this body to try to strike a balance be-
tween the competing proposels. That
is the best oyerall policy. :

Mr. McCONNELI. If the Senator
from Eentucky were allowed to
modify hiz amendment to make it a
sense-of-the-Senate resolution, would
the Senator from Texas then support
the amendment of the Benator {rom
Eentucky? :

Mr. BENTSEN, I say to the Senator
from Kentucky, in ail candor, I did not
give that much attention to the sub-
stance because it was s0 obviously
loose Epped, and I ran into that one
before. I have been up against this
many times, as the Senator from Een-
tucky knows, and he has tgo. SBome-
times it {s a bit of a putdown for us.
But that ig it. )

Mr. McCONNELL. The Sensator
would not object if 1, in order to meet
his techniecal concern, constitutional
concern, simply modify my asmend-
ment to make It g sense-0f-the-Senate
resolution?

Mr. BENTSEN. I would reserve the
right to object for the manager of the
bl on this side. I would not comment
on the supstance of the issue,

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, I would
be consirained to object becaunse %
object also to the substance of the
matter. I lookad at the Interng] Reve-
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Due's new tulings. There {3 & cane
which I have at my desk in which the
courtz in spplylng the rales on the
501(eX3) have given Interpretation
that communication with one’s ewn
memberz might resuit fn loss of tax-
exempt status. I sm very concerned
about the substance as well Y feel 1t
should not be done.

pdr. MecCONNELL. 1£t e aay brief-
ly ihat the Semstor from Rentucky
has offered to modify his amendment
£o make it s sense-of-the-Senate reso-
lution. That has been obfected to by
the manager on the other side.

Obviously, the technieal faspe that
the Benator from ‘Texas raised i3 not
really the lzsue because the Senstor
from Kentucky has offered to modify
his amendment snd make it n sense-o0f-
the-Senate resoiution.

The real Issue still before ns is
whether we want {0 do something
ehout sewer money. This 13 the sewer
money of American politics. If the
Benate wants to go on record fn sup-
port of sewer money, [ will vote
against the McConnell amendment,

3dr. President, I reserve the remain-
der of my time,

3y, BOREN. How much thne rz-
mains on this side?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Cne-
and-a-hali minutes.

Mr. BOREN, Llocking at ihe law
itself, the way 301(cX3) has been ap-
pled, I mention Treasury regulations
gection L.501{cK3)-1{cH3Miil), particl-
pation or intervention in the cam-
paign, prohibited participation IIn
fnterventicn tn political campalgns, In-
cludes but 13 not limited to the publi-
eation, the distribution of written ma-
terial, or the making of aral siate-
ments on behalfl or in opposition to &
eandidate, .

In the case of the association of the
bar of the City of New Yark 85 A Fed-
eral second 878, Second Cirentt, o 1988
case, the eourt ruled that socalled
educational materisls may be viewed
as partisan i the organization pub-
lishes voting records in the areas
where the organizetion also ezxpresses
fts view. It there applies to 601{eX3).

Clearly, if we look at these casen and
the rulings, f we were to apply that
same standard to 501(c) organizations,
we could very well prohibit organka-
tions like the American Leglon, for ex-
ample, or agricultural organizations
from communicating with thele own
members and publishing the voling
records.

I certainly agree with eoft money
being disclosed and being stopped 85
much as possible. We have some very
strong provisions in this bill that deai
with soft money. L

I have indicated a willingness to
work with those on the other side to.
go further. You simply would say that
mechanically I do not think this is the
way to do it. Whether it 13 in the lorin
of a sense of the Sensate or a direct fin-
plementation here, it iz something I do
not think we ghould do. But I think
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what we should try tc do 8s we go into
the conference committee Is work on
some other reasonable approach. I
think again this is the kind of matter
that we would want our experts In the
Firance Committee to have an oppor-
tunity to look at and to construct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator's time has expired.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
the fssue is quite simple. This amend-
ment does not prohibit any §01(c), not
a single one of them, from setting up a
nonconnected political action commit-
tee which would cperate in hard
money; that is, limited and disclosed
anad on the FEC report like everybody
else in America. It would not reqnire
them to give up thelr right to commu-
nlcate with thelr members.

In effect, Mr. President, all this
amendrment does is turn soft money
activity into hard money activity and

leave completely unhampered the .

rights of these 501(c)'s to do the non-
partisan sctivities that they carzy out
every day today.

So this I5 the vote on sewer money,
Mr. President. The underlying bill
doés not do anything about sewer
money. It attempts to nafi parties, te
restrict parties, but it does not do any-
thing about nonparty soft money. If
we want to do something abcut that,
Mr. President, I will vote tn favor of
the McConnell amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ali
time hes expired.

Mr. BOREN addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
Kentucky is recognized.

Bir. BOREN. Do I not have a right
to make & mot!on to request the veas
and nays?

My, MocCONNEIL ¥ would ke the
yeas and naya,

r, BOREN. Mr. President. I move
to table the McConnell smendment,
and ask for the yeas and neys.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there a sufficient second?

- There is » sufficlent second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, we are
now within 10 minutes of the time for
votes to begin. I wonder if I might sug-
gest to my colleague from Kentucky,
20 that we have sbout a 10-minute
break before we go into the votes, that
we might eommence consideration of
this amendment following those votes.
He Is next on the list with two differ
ent amendments.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if
I may suggest to the Benstor from
Oklzhomsa, it zeems to me it would
save us time. To finish the list, Sena-
tor Doxmricr indicated he will not
offer . his amendment; I have two
amendment.s' and Senawr Gmum has

Mr BOREN Mr., Preaident we a:e
die to commence at 1:30 on the votes.
Wauld the Senator lke to lay down
his amendment now? How much time
is allocated on the next amendment?
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The PRESIDING CFFICER. Thirty
minutes equally divided.

Mr. McCONNELL. 1, too, would like
to get something to eat, ke the Sena-
tor. I recommend that we go into a
quorum call until the vote starts at
1:30 and handle the last three amend-
ments right after the votes. .

Mr, BOREN. I think that would be a
good plan,

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
gent that & quorum call be in order
with time not being charged against
any pending amendment, that follow-
ing the votes and the disposition of
the Danforth amendment, we then
return to consideration of the McCon-
nell amendment dealing with the con-
ventlon payments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it {s 8o ordered. :

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of & quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
¢all the roll,

iIr. STECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consant that the order for
the quorumn call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it Is so crdered.

. ANENDMENT NO. 262 o

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 1:30
pm. having arrived, the question
occars on the motion to table the
Roth amendment No.262. = - -

On this question, the yess and nays
have been ordered, and the clerk will
call the roll.

The legislative clerk ca.lled the roll,

Mr, FORD. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Arkansag {Mr. Pryor] 18
absent because of {liness.

Mr. ESIMPSON. I announce that the
Senator from Neorth Caroline [Mr,
Hexras] Is ghsent due to a death In the
family,

The result was announced-yeas 79,
nays 19, as follows:

moncan Vote No. 77 Lez.}

C YEAS--7T9
Adams Durenberger  Metzenbours
Akaka Exen = - Mikulskl
Baucus Tord - Mitchell
Bentsen Powler - Moynihan
Biden Glenn Nickles
Binguman CGore | T Nunn
Boren Graham Pell - .
Bradley Gramm _ Reid -~
Breaux Harkin Riegle .
Brown Hatfleld Robb
Bryan Heflin Rockelelior
Bumpers Hollings Banford
Burdick Inouye Sarbants
Burna - Jeftords . Sezoer
Byrd Johnhaton Sheiby -
Coats Kasten ; Blmon
Conrsd Heansedy - Bpecter -
Crals Rerrey - - Btevens
Cramston | Eemy Symms
DrAmsto Eohi - . Wallop
Denforth Lautenbesg Warner
Dasgchle o Leany - -- Wellstone
DeConcid . Lewin: - - Wirta -
Dixon Jdtbtrman Woilord
Dole Mack .
Domeniel - HMoCaln
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NAYS-—19
Chafes Knansebaum Rud;
Cochran Lot Eeymour
Cohen Luger Simpson
Doda McConnell Bmith
Garn Murkowskd Thurmond
Cirassley Pressler
Hatch Roth
NOT vOTING—2
Helms Pryor

So, the motion to lay on the table
the amendment (No. 262) was agreed
to

Mr, MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote.

Mr. BOREN. I move to lay that
motion on the table,

The motlon to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING QFFICER. On the
following votes, under previous order
votes have been reduced to 10 mlnutes
each,

- Amnm NO. 364

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestion now is on agreeing to the
motion to lay on the table amendment
of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr,
Nickies). The yeas and nays have
been ordered.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bil} clerk called the roll.

Mr. FORD. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Pryorl ls
absent because of {llness.

Mr, SIMPSON. I announce that the
8enator from North Caroling {Mr,
Hrzpes] Is absent due to a death in the
famfily.

The FRESIDING OFFICER (Mr
Dobp). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber who desire to vote?

The result was announced--yeas 54,
nays 44, as follows:

{Rollcall Vote No. 78 Leg.1

YEAS--54
Adasns Durenberger B lhculnkd
Aknks Ford Mitchell -
Bautus Powler Moynlhan
Benizen Glenn Nunn
Blden Gore Pell
Bingaman Grahem Riegle
Boren Robb
Bradley Heflin Rockefeller
Breaux Roth
Humpers Johnzion Rudman
Burdick Kennedy Sanford
yrd Kerry Barbanes
Cohen Kol - Saszser
Crengton Lautenberg Bhelby
Dazshls Leahy Eiman
DeConcinl Licherman Wellstone
Dizoa Lott Wirth
Dodd Metzenbaum Wofford
. NAYB-44

Bond Gorton Murkowski
Brown Giramm, Nickies
Bryesn Gramsley Puckwood

Hutch Pressier
Chafee Hatfizla Reld - -
Costy Esymour
Cochran Jefforda Bimpaon
Conna &mith

Kasten Brecter
D'Amato Kerrey Stevena
Danfarth Levin Eyrome
Dols Lugar ‘Thermend
Domenlci dack Weallon
Exon McCain Wemer
Gamn MeConnell .

NOT VOTING—2 P

Helms Pryor i

e e ——— e —ramT—
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No. 81
102nd Congress May 23, 1991, 2:37 p.m.
1st Session Temp. Cong. Rec. p. S-6509
SENATE CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM
(TAX EXEMPTIONS)
BILLKO.: S.3 AMENDMENT NO.: 272
TITLE: “Senate Election Ethics Act of 1991”
SUBJECT: Boren motion to table the McConnell amendment (to the Boren-Mitchell, et al., substitute amendment

No. 242) which denies tax-exempt status to any organization (abor organizations, veterans gronps,
trade sssociations, etc.) that participates or intervenes in any political campaign on behalf of, or in
opposition o, any candidate for public office.

S. 3: Vote Nos. 63-74, 76-85.

RESULT: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO
YEAS (56) NAYS (41) NOT VOTING (3)
Democrats Republicans Democrats Renublicans Democrats Republicana
(55 or 100%) (1 or 2%) (0 or 0%) (41 or £8%) e)) )
Adams Johnston Hatfield Bond Lot Cranston-2 Helms—4
Akaka Kennedy Brown Lugar Pryor-3
Kemey Burns Mack
Keny Chafes McCain
Kohl Coats McConnell
Lautenberg Cochean Murkowski
Leahy Cohen Nickles
Levin Craig Packwood
Lieberman D'Amato  Pressler
Metzenbaum Danforth  Roth
Mikulski Dole Rudman
Mitcheil Domenici  Seymour
Moynihan Durenberger Simpson
Nunn Garn Smith
Pell Goron Specter
i Reid Gramm Stevens
Riegle Grassley Symms
Robb Hatch Thurmond
Rockefeller Jefiords Wallop
Sanford Kassebaum Wamer
Sarbanes Kasten EXPLANATION OF ABSENCE:
Sasser 1-Official Business
Shelby 2-Necessarily Absent
Simon 3-Nllness
Harkin Wellstone 4-Other
Heflin Wirth SYMBOLS:
Hollings  Wofford AY-Announced Yea
Inouye AN-Announced Nay
PY-Paired Yea
PN-Paired Nay
ANALYSIS QF ISSUE
Party Coheslon Measure of Party Support cn this Vote
For (56) Against (41)
Democrats—100% Democrais—355 ot 98% Democrats—0 or 0%
Republicans—98% Republicans—1 or 2% Republicans—41 or 100%

Prepared and Coﬁed by Senate Democratic Policy Committes

rge J. Mitchell, Chairman
Thomas A. Daschle, Co~Chairman




Proponents of the amendment asserted that the
public should not have to subsidize the partisan
political activities of tax~exempt organizations.
Tax—exempt organizations formed under section
501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code are actively
participating in the political process, and by virtue
af their tax—exempt status are being subsidized by
the public. Moreover, these organizations are a
major source of soft money, they claimed, utilizing
computerized phone banks, targeted direct mail,
money-transferring schemes and coordinated
earned media srategies. If these organizations
want to engage in politics, they should cither give
up their tax—exempi status, or set up a separaze
political action committee.

Opponents of ihe amendment pointed out that
501(c) organizations are required to pay taxes on
that portion of their income devoted to political
activities. The amendment would require these
organizations 10 pay tax on their entire income if
any portion were spent for a political purpose. As a
result, 501(c) organizations would loose their
tax—exempi status even for informing their
membership about political issues. The amendment
would gffect such organizations as the Amevican
Legion, YFW, and NRA, as well as civic and
business leagues, labor unions, agricultural
organizations, and fraiernal societies.
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@ SENATE VOTING RECORD
No. 84
102nd Congrons May 23, 1991, 4:42 pm.
I3t Session Temp. Cong. Rec. p, 3-6320
SENATE CARMPAIGH FINANGE REPORM
(BOFT MONEY)

BILL NO.: 8.3 AMENDMENT NO,: 275
TITLE: “Senaze Blecton Bihics Act of 1991"
SUBJECT: Boren motion to table the Gramm amendment {to the Boren-Mitchieil, et al., subatitute emendmesnt

No. 342) which requires any labor organization, corporation, oz tax-exempt organization which
intends to spend a1 leest $5,000 on any of the following activities to file at least 10 dayd in advance of such
expenditurés a written report disciosing the amounte io be spent: (1) direct acilvitlea such ag cash
contributions to candidates and pollsical parties, (2) internal and exteraal communicstions reigting to
apecific polltical candidates, causes, end political purties, (5) amounts spent Internally to maintaln and
salicit centributions for 2 separate, ated fund, and (4) voter registration drives, State end
precinct organizing on behalf of candidates and polltical partics, and get~out-the-voie compaigno; and
requires the report to Hat all contributions made to the organization alnce its last repert, including the
usme, address, and occupation of each contributor and the amoumt contributed,

§. 3: Vote Nos. 63-74, 76-85.

RESULT: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED 1O
YEAS (84) NAYSD (e4) NOT YOTING (2)
Dsmesrste A ioane Desmoorais Resubllcans Dumoorate  Fepubliosns
(34 or 96%) (?or o) (2 of 4%) (%% or 100%) ) P Ky
Adama Johnsten Fawler Bond Kasten Pryorad Halme4
Akaka Kennedy Hollings Brown Lot
Baucus Kermoy Bums Lugur
Bentsen m Chales Mack
ingaman &0
Boran Leahy Cohen Muskowaki
Bradley  Levin Craig Nickies
Breaus Lisberman *Amsto  Packwood
Bryan Mctzenbaum Dunforth  Pressler
B:g:apm Mikoulghei Dole  Roth
Horgack Miichati Pomenici Rudman
Byrd Moyathan Digenberger Seymouwr
Conred Nunn Gam Stnpson
Cremsion Pell QGorton Smith
Daschile  Reld Gramm Specter
BeConcini g{:&e QGrasgley ngcm
Dixan - RobD ter Hach o Grmong | EUPLANATION OF AGSENCE:
Exon Sanford Jeffords  Wallop %:gmul Buciness
Ferd Sarbancs Kassebopm  Wesner 3_mnwy Abeent
T~ d ‘“
Grabam  Simon SYMBOLS: »
Haskin Wellstons :;-m:zwd ;ﬂu
Hefur -~ Wi DY Pairmd Yeu
Wouye  Walford PN-Paired Nay
ANALYSIS OF ISSUE
Party Cahsglon §zasure of Panly Suppsrt an thig Vata
For (54) Againsi (44)
Demperats—36% Democrats—34 o 100% Democrats—2 or 5%
Republicans=..100% Republicens—4 or 0% Republicans——42 or 95%

FPrepared and 2d by Senats Democratic Policy Committse
o 5 Mitchetl, Chalrman
FETHET

Thomes A. Qeochies, Co~Chai
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Proponents of the amendment asserted thar real
campalgn flnance reform is only possible {f there is
full disclosure of sofs money expenditures. The
public has a right to know what kinds of
coniributions are belng made on behalf of political
candidates,

Dsco

Opponenis of the amendment agreed that the
tmpact of 30t money expenditures should be
reduced, but cauiloned that the Senate should not
impede an organization’ s ghillty to function. It is
unrealistic to expect an organtzation to have 10
days lead time io file & repor: with the FEC before
respending to a polftical challange. Thiz delay
effectively pliences orgarizarions that are supposed
ro speak for American citigens.

The bill 1akes steps to deal with the saoft money
issue by tightening the definition of ¥oft mancy and
clasing the soft money loophole thar exisis in
current law.
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at the conclusion of debaf final
passage of the bill. Is that correct?

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator is correct.,

Mr. BOREN. 8o the sequcnce would
pe there would be the conclusion of
debate on these three smendments,
followed by 15 minutes of debate on
final passage of the bill, followed Ly
three votes on the three, on or in rela-
ticn to the three amendments and
then the gquestion would be the vote
on {inal passage then automatically
immediately following the other three
votes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pre-
sumably, the Se¢nate would have to
vote on the subsiitute amendment
{irst and then on the bill.

oir. BOREN. Mr. President, 1 ask
unanimous consent that following the
three votes on the amendments, we
then proceed immediately to a vote on
the substitute, and on the adoption of
the bill. I guess that would be the bill
as 1‘;z.rmmded by the substitute at that
point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is-

there objection to the unanimous-con-
sent request? -

Mr. GRAMM. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Presldent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator Is recognized on hLis reserva-
tion. .

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, let me
Just pose & question to our distin-
guished floor manager. Are we golng
¢o cast & vote on the substitute or are
we going to cast a vote on the bih?
They are the identical {ssue, and my
view is we ought to just do one of
them,

Mr. BOREN. I would ask unaznimous
consentl then that we would have a—
our intention {s to voice vote the sub-
stitate and then have the rollcall actu-
ally on the bill at that point. So that
there would be one rollcall vgte.

But my request here, the effect of
my request here, would be that the
voles on the substitute and the final
passage would be stacked to occur fm-
mediately after the votes on the three
amendments.

1 would furither ask unanimous con-
sent that the vote on the first amend-
ment be & 15-minute rollcall vote, the
vote on the following two amendments
be 10-minute rollcall votes., As we
would not be pushing on to other busi-
ness immediately at that point, I
would sugpgest that finsl passage then
or the saction on the substituie, on

-whichever one the roll would be called
would be & 15-minute rollcall vote,

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Is
there objection?

The Cheir hears none, and it is so
ordered.
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AABHNDMENT NO. 276 TO AMENDMENT KO

{(Purpose: To require disclosure of ce ot
information concernihg the expenditure
of union dues, corporate funds. and funds
of tax-exempl orgranizations for political
aetivities)

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. Presideni, 1 send
an amendment to the desk and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment,

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Gramm)
proposes an amendment numbered 275 to
amendment 242,

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. Presldent, Y ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, It is 50 ordered.

The amendment Is as fellows:

On page 88, between lnes 12 and 13,
Insert the following:

SEC, 231, LABOR QRGANIZATIONS, CORMORATIONS,
AND TAX-EXEMPT ORGANIZATIONS.

Title ITI of FECA, as amended by section
106, is amended by adding after section
3044 the following new section:

“DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION CONCERNING
XXPENDITURE OF UNION DUES, CORPORATE
FUNDS, AND FUNDS OF TAX-EEEMPYT XENTITIES
FOR POLITICAL ACTIVITIES

~See. 3048, (a) In GENgRaL-—An organiza-
Uon that intends to make an expendiiure of
$5,000 or more an sctivities dascribed in sub-
section (b)1) ghall, pot later than 10 days
prior to making the experditure, file with
the Commission a writlen report disclosing
the intended expenditure.

“(b) ConTearTs.—A report under subsection
(a)shali— :

*(1) disclose the amount intended to be
spent—

“CA) on direct activities, such as cash con-
tributions, to candidates and coronmittees of
political parties;

“{B) on interna) and external communica-
tions reluting to specific candidates, politi-
cal esuses, and political parties;

“(C) internally by the organization to
malntain, operate, and solicit contributions
for a separale segregated fand; and

“¢D) on voter registration drives, State
and precinct organizing on behelf of candi-
dates and political parties, and getout-the-
vole campaigns;

“(2) for each of the categories of informa-
tion described in paragraph (1) (A), (B), (C),
and (D), {dentify the candidate for public
office on whose behslf the expenditure will
be made ot the politlcal couse or purpose
for which the expenditure will be made;

(3 list all contributions made to the or-
ganization for purposes of activitles de-
seribed in subsgection (b)1) since the date of
the most recent report of the erganization
under this section, stating the amount con-
tributed and the contributor's name, ad-
dress, and occapation; and

“(4) in the case of & labor organization,
list all contributions and expenditures made
by separated segregated funds established
and maintained by the labor organization
since the date of the most recent report of
the organization under this section,

¢y Derpnirions.—For the purpesea of
this eection, the term ‘organization’ means a
labor organization, a corporation, or an or-
ganization described In section 501(eX3) of
ihe Internail Revenue Code of 1888 that is
exempt from.taxetion under section 50I(a)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1886.”

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, we
have had two opportunitics to deal

ATE
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with what I believe s the clearest cam-
paign abuse that exists Ip America
today. and that {s the whole issue of
soft, nonreported money. I think the
example of soft, nonreported money,
which {s most often used in favor of
campaign finance reform, is the
$850,000 in corporate money that
Charles Keating gave to a tax-exempt
organization that engaged in voter reg-
istration, for all practical purposes, on
behalf of a party and a candidate.

Mr. President, I would think, if our
legitimnate effort is to reform the
system, that the first thing we would
want to do 5 have full disclosure of
soft money. I have an amendment, the
last opportunity that we are golng to
have on this bill, to deal with this
problem.

This amendment does not ban such
spending. Al thls amendment sass is
that If corporate money or umlon
money or money from a mnonprofit
group s golng to be used in a soft-
money expenditure, that group has to
file a report with the Federal Election
Commission at least 10 days befare
they spend the money. The repert
mist state what they are going to do
with it, say who they are going to sup-
port with it, say how much money
they are going to spend, and from
whom they received the money.

Mr. President, if our objective is
campaign reform, how can we not
force someone to report that he is con-
tributing $850,000 on behslf of come-
body’s candidacy? If our objective Is
campaign reform, why should we allow
corporations {0 come in at the last
minute with phone banks, deor knock-
ing, and other activities on behalf of a
candidate, spend millions of dollars to
affect the outcome of the election, £nd
yvet niot allow everybody Lo know what
is pccurring until the election s over?

Mr. President, if our objective is fair-
ness and openness In elections, why
not require a labor union that comes
into a State and makes tens of thou-
sands of telephone calls, Lo repurt that
activity so that the public can be
aware of who 15 supporting which can-
didate.

Mr. President, we have had s lot of
debate about taxpayer funding of elec-
tions. How does that deal with this
problem? It does not. We bave had 2
jot of debate about lHmiting the ability
of Aunt Sarah to contribute o some-
body’'s campalgn biit we do not have a
provision in this bill that deals with
the resl problem with which we ciafm
to be denling. So this amendment
simply says if you sre going to spend
more than $5,000 to affect the out-
come of an election, you can do it. You
can use soft money loophole, although
I would like to eliminate 1t. You just
have to tell the public you are doing it,
what you are doing, who you are doing
it on behalf of and where you got the
money.

I feel sorry for someone wha feels
cbligated to oppose this reform which
is s0 reasonable and so0 logical as to cry
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cut for support from those whe tru
want to deal with campaign abuse
rather than simply try to tiit the polit-
ical balance of power,

So I hope my colleagues will accept
thiis amendment and will not require
us to have a rollcali vote on it.

I reserve the remsainder of my time.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, how
much time {s remaining on each side?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Oklahoma has 15 min-
utes, the Senator from Kentucky 11
minutes.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, I yield
to myself as much time as I might re-
quire.

Mr. President, I will not prolong
debate on this matter. I know we are
hoping to move forward to a vote on
final passage as soon as possible. Let
me fust make 8 few comuments.

When I f{irst heard about this
amendment from the Senator from
Texas, It was my hope it was an
amendment we could accept, because
certainly many of us on this side of
the aisle, many of us indeed on both
sides of the aisle, have a very common
feeling about very soft maney. I feel
very strongly soft money should be
disclesed, from whatever source it
comes, and 1 feel that in a very even-
handed way.

It makes no dilference to me wheth-
er it was a soft money expenditure, for
example, of a business corporation or
s soft money expenditure cf a iabor
union. It does net matter which side of
the fence it is on or which side of the
cause it is on.

1 feel we should try to reduce the
tmpact of soft money a5 much as possi-
ble and, No. 2, to disclose it wherever
we can in an effective way without be-
coming unduly intrusive into the right
of free speech and free expression.

That Is why, for example, in S. 3 we
really tighten up what is defined as
soft money. The big locophole In the
past, for example, the Presidential
elections, and to some degree In the
senatorial and congressional elections,
has been for people to get around the
limitation on what they can give to
candidates by elving large sums of
money to parties. This was dene, as
has been indicated during our debate.

It is a matter that the Senator from
Eentucky has often spoken about—
the $100,000 contributors in the Presi-
dential electlon process by giving
money, lavndering money in essence,
through State party organizations and
having money spent through coordi-
nated campaigns as soft money in es-
sence. Both the parties have engaged
in this practice and, as far as I am con-
cerned, it 15 wrong whether it Is done
by the Republican Party or the Demo-
cratic Party,

That i5 a loophole that needs to be
closed. We clase that loaphole in 8. 3.
We say these kinds of contributions
laundered in essence or made in es-
sence through a conduit of State party
organizations shall be treated as if
they are not soft money contributions
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but hard money actually changing
hands for the purpose of influencing a
Federal election and therefore they
fall under the total limitation as to
how much money could be given.

Under S. 3 no launder would be pos-
sible to make these $100,006 contribu-
tions, for example, through the con-
duit of State party organizations for
the purpose of Influencing Presiden-
tial elections. No longer would it be
possible to do that for the purpose of
Influencing congressional elections.

So, in general, I would like to see us
find a way—perhaps we did do so in
conference to strengthen these pravi-
slons even further, as I say, to extend
them as much as we can without being
instrusive to groups In addition to po-
litical parties that service conduits for
soft money contributions. I have no
guarrel with that. I would like to see
us find a way to do that.

That is the reason when I first
heard about this amendment I hoped
we might be able to accept it. But in
looking at the smendment and in re-
searching the amendment particularly
as {t applies to 501(¢c)3) groups, I find
there are real problems with it.

I think there are problems with it
even as it relates to politica! organiza-
tions as well in terms of the 10-day agd-
vanced notice. This Is a tremendous
burden that Is going to be placed on
any organization or group to say 10
days in advance, and rapidly changing
political situations, exactly what they
intend to do. .

So I think it would ceriainly be an
intrusion into the affalrs of private
orgnizations and requiring 10 days of
advance notice would be burdensome
in many, many ways.

But some of the things are already
covered. The amendment requires re-
porting of direct contributions to can-
dldates by corporations, labor unions,
and 501(cK3)s.

All of these activities are already il1-
legal under current law. I assume no
one would report them because they
are illegal. It requries reporting of ex-
ternal communications relating to spe-
cific candidates and political parties.
That is also illegal under current law.
It requires reporting the cost of main-
taining a political action committee. If
5. 3 becomes law that would salso be 11
legal.

So that would be nothing to report
there because our bill, {f it is enacted,
in 2 few moments, and i it finally goes
through the House and fs signed by
the President, would make that prac-
tice lllegal.

The amendment requires reporting
of “get out the vote” campalgns and
voter registration drives on hehalfl of
specific candidates. That also is
barred, at least for 501(¢X3)s by cur-
rent law, and we make additional re-
strictions on ‘‘get out the vote” drives
that are contributed to by candidates,
financed by candidates under 8.3,

We certainly have common ground
when we are dealing with that. We
deal with It in S. 3 not by requiring
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t isclosure of It, but by prohibiting
it altogether.

What concerns me is this. The
amendment would require reporting
19 days in advance of external comuni.
cations with respect to poltical causes.
The definition of a political cause at
this point would be wvery difficult
under the act. I would be concerned to
leave something that important to the
Federal Election Commission or some
other body or to the courts to deter-
mine what & political cause might be.

This could be an unprecedented as-
sault on the free speech rights of pri-
vate organizations. It would have
nothing to do with political cam-
paigns. Under this amendment, not
only a labor organization or & corpora-
tion, but a 501(c)3) educational orga-
nization could not communicate its po-
sition with respect to a political cause
without 10 days advanced notice.

We have been hearing {rom zome of
these organizations already. For exam-
ple, let us & suppose the Sierrs Club
wanted to notify its members or run
an aé, for example, on clean air legls-
lation. Under this provision they
would nos be sble to do ¢, that being a
political cause, witnhout 10 days’ ad-
vanced notice.

Corporations could not place an ad,
for example, against apartheld or
against higher taxes or even agezinst
reducing the Federal budget deficit
without providing 10 days’ advanced
notice to the Federal Election Com-
mission, especially since It Is 56 uncer-
tain as to how we would define a polit-
fcal cause.

Mr. President, I think that many of
the aspects of the proposal from the
Senator from Texas are well-fnten-
tioned. But as in the case of the earlier
amendment by the Senator from Ken-
tucky which acted upon the tax-
exempt status of 501(c) organiza-
tions—and I realize this is debatable as
we look at the law to interpret the
law—it ran the severe risk of reducing
the ability of organizations to commu-
nicate with their own members, It is
my fear, genuine fear, that under the
definition of what a8 political cause
would be, Including 501(c)3) organtza-
tions as well as labor unions and cor-
porations, this could have & chilling
effect on the ability of these groups to
really exercise thelr free speech rights
to communicate in terms of a stand
they wish to take.

1 do not think a corporation decides
it wishes to no longer, let us say, invest
in a society where apartheld is prae-
ticed, wants to communicate fts feeling
by running an ad on that, tias to give
advanced notice.

I do not think the Sierra Club or
some other organization, NRA, what-
ever group It might happen to be,
should be put In the position of giving
that much advance notice if they
decide they want to take a public posi-
tion and try to call aii their members
around the country to unite behind a
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particular activity or a position o
particular bill

Sometimes orgnnizations simply do
not find out about things, even things
pending in the Congress, until it is
almost time to act upon them, If they
were constrained to take action on
something deemed to be a political
cause for & 10-day period, 1L might well
be too late for them to welgh into the
debate.

So 1 think, in all honesty, the
amendment is well-intentioned but I
cannet suppoert it because I think it
does overreach what I believe is the
intent of the sponsor in terms of the
way it is drafled.

I would say to my good friend from
Texas that again this is a matter with
which I will certainly be willing to
work with him in the future. I do not
want him to read my cpposition to
this amendment es belng in philosoph-
cal disagreement with the basic points
he makes, because I am not. We could
find a way to continue to work on this
bill. This process is not over. We will
be having a conference comumittee, 2s
Senator DoLE has sald, and it s at that
point in time when we will be hopeful-
17 reoching an agreement with the
white House in developing & biparti-
san cumpromise that will enable cam-
paign reform to become law this year.

I would be more than willing and en-
thusiastic about working with the Sen-
ator from Texas between now and that
time to see if we can fashion some lan-
guage that would be acceptable to
both of us and would do what we are
trying to do; that would hit the target
without hitting a ot of other things,
as well, and & would avoid unintended
consequences. .

So, while I regret having to take this
position, let me say that I feel obligat-
ed to move to table the amendment of
my able frlend from Texas when the
time has expired.

1 reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. GRAMM, Mr. President, fet me
taske 1t clear that I can answer each
of the issues that have been raised by
my dear colleague from Oklahoma.
First of all, my amendment has noth-
Ing to do with advocating a pesition.
advocating an activity of membership,
or gpposing injustice. My amendment
has to do strictly with advocating the
election or defeat of people running
for public office and candidates of po-
litical pariies.

So all the argument about corpora-
tions and unions communicating to
their members has no bearing, Unless
they are communicating In such & way
&5 Yo advocate the election or defeat of
& candidate or a party, they would be
unaffected.

Mr, President, I think that in the re-
&pdmse to this amendment, we see why
this is a totally partisan bill, why it
will be vetoed by the President, if it is
ever adopted by the House, or if the
conference report is ever adopted, and
why it should be defeated.

First of all, we are talking about soft
money, not direct contributions, which

our colleague tells us are banned by
unions or corporations. That does not
have anything to do with this smend-
ment. This is about money that Is
spent on behalf of candidates and par-
ties.

Mr. BOREN. Will the Senator yield
on my time?

Mr. GRAMM. I will be happy to, but
let me finish my points, and then I
will be glad to yleld.

We have banned one source of soft
money; that is from political parties. I
hope my colleagues understand that
that is clearly intended to affect one
bolitical party, and that Is the party
that uses the parly mechanism. The
party that uses special-interest groups.
and 501(cX3)Y’s, and labor unions is to-
tally and absolutely exempt in this bill
from an form of regulaiion.

All I am asking is that we let the
public know what these special-inter-
est groups are doing. We talk about
the chilling effect on SCHcX3)s.
Should we niot ask for & report from
the 50I(cX3) that takes $850,000 from
somebody who clearly is advocating an
interest?

Let me remind my colleagues that I
would lke fto ban such activity, but
the other side has already rejected
that but the public has & right to
fnow when someone gives, for exam-
ple, $850,000 to assist a candidate, Then
iet the public decide whether they
want to be affected by that or not.

Under cwrrent law, someong can go
out and spends millions of dollars, and
the public never knows they do it. So,
Mr. Presldent, we are talking about
soft money that {s spent by nonpoliti-
cal parties.

All T am asking is if you are going o
advocate the election or defeat of
somebody, give public notice 10 days
bafore you do it, tell them who you
are supperting or opposing, what you
are going to do, and where you got
your money. That seems to me, Mr.
President, es legitimate as any possible
amendment could be.

I vield the remainder of my time.

Mr. McCONNELL. I thank my
friend for offering what will now be
the third amendment in this debate,
going back to last summer. And the
majority rejected, both last summer
and s few moments ago, efferts by this
side to eliminate soft money sltogeth-
er. Not that it would restrict the acti-
vit of individuals, They would simply
set up 8 nonconnected PAC and par-
tictpate In that way.

Now the Senator from Texas has
come forward and sald, i you ere not
wiiling {0 ban it, at leasi are you will-
ing to disclose 1£? As I understand the
amendment of the Senator {from
‘Texas, we hear that even here there is
opposition from the other side.

Mr. President, you cannot have a bill
that calls itself campaign finance
reform that leaves this kind of gaping
loophole. In fact, I say to my friend
from Texas that this bill we are going
10 vote on was designed by the Demo-
cratic Nationzl Committee to nail par-
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to nail individual donors, to dip
6 the Treasury, and to allow all of
the groups, which my friend from
Texas would at least like to disclose, to
aperate completely freely, unlimited,
undisclosed. If that is not sewer
moticy, | do not know what It Is. The
failure to accept these amendments
that have been offered by the Senator
from Texas and the Senator from
Kentucky make this bill ridiculous, if
it is going to be called campaign fi-
nance reform.

1 retain the remainder of my time.

Mr. BOREN. How much time is re-
maining on each side?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from OQklahoma has 5 min-
utes, 42 seconds. The Senator from
Kentucky has 5 minutes, 54 seconds.

Mr. BOREN., I will not prolong the
debate. Let me say that I almost think
that my colleague was s little suspl-
clous, having heard the last remarks
that were made. Let me say, I think no
one would be more surprised ¢han the
Democratic National Conunpitiee, H
they were to hear that they were the
architects of tals proposal. T have been
getting phone calls almost every day
from the Democratic ~=tional! Com-
mittee telling me that they are vio-
lently opposed to the provisions of this
bill that would cose what { regard 8s a
loophole, in terms of preventing soft
money {rom being  contribuled
through the State party organization
and other party organizations gs con-
duits. S. 3 goes a long way—in fact, as
far as you go-—and it was our Intent {o
totally close off any activity such as
those that were allowed to happen by
pr. Kesting, We do noi allow people
to make huge contributions to party
organizations anymore, to pass soft
money through In that way. We do
not allow Members to ralse money nor
501¢(cX3) organizations that are aimed
at getting out the vote in terms of in-
fluencing elections. We would tighten
up the bundling requirements s0 you
could not have an individual like Keat-
ing go out raising money from a lot of
other people and hundling 1t together
in a bundle to give to 2 candidate
saying, “Look, I have given you
$100,000 and $200,600, because I have
gone out and raised this money, bun-
died it together, and glven it to you.”
So provision after provision afier pro-
vision in 8. 3 would put a stop to that
kind of activity.

So, indeed, 1 point cut to my col-
leagues on the other side of the alsle
that there has been nothing, absolute-
1y nothing, introduced in any of the
bills by those on the other pide of the
alsle thet would do anything to stop
the use of the party organizations as
conduits for this kind of soft money.
In fact, it is both political parties that
have done it, not just the Republican
Party. I will be quick to zay that, The
Democratic Party has done it, too, get-
ting $100,000 contributors, for exam-
ple, and giving to Presidential cam-
pafens and to say they are giving it o
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the State party organizations
having the State parties run th
vertising, for cxample, in an attempt
to influence the Presidential efection,
no, that is not just the Republican
Party that has done that. I do not
think they should attempt to take on
all that guilt, The Demoncratic Party
has done so as well, I say very plainly
that this (s a bipactisan problem, and
we need & bipartisan solution to it.

I will go to page 2 of the amendment
of the Senator from Texas, if 1 could
have his attention for a minute. On
page 2, paragraph (b), which is dowvm
on line 16 of the amendment of the
Senator from Texas, this Is what con-
cerns me. It talks about: a report
would be required 106 days in advance
on Internal and external communica-
tions relating to specific candidates,
political causes, and political parties.

That Is what I was talking sbout a
minute ago. If the Slerra Club notifies
its members about getting geared up
to come and he for clean air legisla-
tien, or if some business organization
that thinks that biil is burdensome
wants to notify people to be against it,
or if a corporaticn wants to run an ad
against apartheld, ov hipher taxes, or
budget deiicits. is that not an external
communization in my last example, or
internal in the case of the Sierra Chub,
or Natlonel Rifle Association, or
Farmers Union, or any other group
contacting its own members sbout a
bill, is that not an internal communi-
cation about a political cause? I
assume it is 8 political cause. The
cause of trying to pass or kill Jegisla-
tion Is certainly a political cause, I
assume & communication for or
against apartheid or budget deficits
would be a political cause. Would that
not be required to have a 10 days ad-
vanced notice report? And who would,
in fact, define the term *“political
cause” under the Gramm amendment?
Would we leave that to the discretion
of the Federal Election Commission
and the courts, or how would that be
defined?

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, if the
distinguished Senator will yield, we
would leave it to the same group that
defines all of these other terms that
we use in election law. That is the Fed-
eral Election Commnifssion to which we
give vast new powers under this bill, to
which we give 8 massive new budget
under this bill,

Why Is it that we can give them all
this power to limit political parties
which are formed for the sole purpose
of electing people to public office, and
yel we give them no power to deal
with sewer money? That is what I do
not understand and that {s what the
American people will never under-
stand. Our dear colieague {3 doing a
masterful lob In presenting a position
tﬁﬁt is totally and absolutely indefen-
) £.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, with all
due respect I sppreciate the compli-
ment of the masterful job I am doing.

It is not masterful when you get up,
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state the facts, and tell the truth
about what we do. We close the loop-
hole in what somebody called sewer
money in terms of what Mr., Keating
has done, We make it {llegal, illegal for
him to operate through a 501{c}3) or-
ganization in terms of money being
raised by a candidate for a get-cut-the-
vote drive; we make it illegal for him
to bundle together contributions; we
make {t illegal for someone like Mr.
Keating to make contributions of soft
money through using the party com-
mittees as a conduit; and no proposals
from the other side of the aisle would
do that.

I can only say that 1 believe, to para-
phrase the television show of some
years ago, I have just given the facts,
nothing but the fact, and there is
nothing masterful about it. It Is just
the truth and we may have the very
same Intention, but I would just say
sgain to my friend from Texas, we
have heard so thuch about the chilling
effect on free speech and how we have
to be careful about free expression
and require 10 days advanced notice
about any organization wishing to
make some comment about a political
cause. I think that is so wide open that
it really could have a chilling effect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Oklahoma
has expired.

The Senator from Texas has remain-
ing 5 minutes and 45 seconds.

Mr. GRAMM, Mr. President, this
bill bans soft money expenditues by
only one group, by only one group,
and that group consists of the political
parties which are formed for the sole
purpose of electing candidates. No one
is deceived as to what the Republican
Party is trying to do or what the Dem-
aocrat Party is tryng to do. In fact, all
of the expert campaign finance nego-
tiators agreed that we should
strengthen the parties not weaken
them,

This bill bans political parties from
dolng these things but, remarkably, it
does nothing to limit the ability of cor-
porations, labor unions or nonprofit
organizations from doing these things.
This bill does attempt to close a little
bit of the loophole about get-out-the-
vote, but nothing in this bill would
stop a labor union or a corporation or
an individual from giving $1 million to
a 501(cX3) to do voter registration or
party TD or other activities that are
virtually important in campalgns,

If a labor union comes into a State,
as happens every single year in small
States—labor unions come in and
spenid hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars on telephones, ealling up people,
advocating the election or defeat of
candidates, and people wko vote never
get to know ft—how is allowing that in
any way reasonable when you ban a
political party from doing it? All we
are asking here is that people know
the facts.

I do not understand the so-called
chilling effect. If people are afraid to
tell the public what they are doing,
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be they ought not to be doing it. I
not understand a chilling effect. If

I am going to spend $1 million to elect

someone, people have & right to know
who I am and what I am doing. Then
they can judge whether to elect the
candidate or not.

{ understand the distinguished as-
sistant Republican leader wished to
speak on this subject.

Let me just eonclude then by saying,
Mr, President, we have a bill before us
that, remarkably, bans political par-
ties from soft money political activi-
ties but leaves everybody else able to
do it. There 1s aniy one reason that a
bill would do something like that and
that is when a bill is motivated by par-
tisan advantage. My amendment Is 2
fairness amendment. It should have
been accepted. I hope my colleagues
will vote for it.

I am not deceived. I know that Mem-
bers on the other side are going to
vote to table {t. I think this sgain is
nmiore living proof that despite the fact
that there is room for legitimate
reform, we ought to be doing It, we
agree on some fundamentals, but that
is not going to happen here because
we are seeing a determined effort to
unfairly tilt the election process,

Mr. McCONNELL. How much time
remains on the Gramemn amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Two
minutes and thirty seconds.

Mr. McCONNELL. I yield that time
to Senator Simpson for some com-
ments on the bill.

Mr. SIMPSON, Mr, Presgident, I rise
in opposition to the so-called cam-
palgn finance reform substitute
amendment. At the heart of this legis-
lation is the same “beat up” and tired
old refrain that the majority Dema-
cratic Party in Congress has been
softly crooning to us for severai years
now. They call this old tune the “Re-
former's March” when the real title of
their ragged song and dance should be
“{he incumbent protection plan shuf-
fle,” 1 will outline my objections to
this legislation and explain why I am
proud to be a co-sponsor of varipus Re-
publican alternatives.

in the Buckley versus Valee deci-
sion, the Supreme Court upheld the
Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971 with respect to limiting of the
maximum amournt en individual could
contribute to & campaipn. However,
the Court held that any limits on per-
sonal campaign expenditures were un-
constitutional. The lower court had
said the $1,000 maximum contribution
was constitutional based on the Gov-
ernment’s Interest In reducing the ap-
pearance of corruption. This Govern-
ment interest was sufficlently impor-
tant to overcome 8 person’s freedom to’
make an unlimited contribution. How-
ever, the Supreme Court struck down
spending limits and said that the Gov-
ernment could not restrict the speech
of some persons in order to enhance
the First Amendment speech rights of
others. Nor could the Government re-
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individual organizers who were less
likely to provide the campaign with
receipts and other supporing docu-
ments tian were commercial vendors
hired in traditional campaigns,

In its Statement of Reasons, the
Commission pointed out that nearly
all the campaign’s dishursements to
individuals were supporied solely by
campaign paperwork; there was no
documentation from the individual
payees on how the money was spent.
Furthermore, the Commission noted
that the campaign had a difficult time
keeping adequate records even for
expenditures to large commercial
vendors.

The campaign fusther argued that
checks made out 1o traditional
campaign vendors, such as direct mail
houses or sign companies, should be
considered qualified campaign
expenses even without any supporting
documents from the payee. The
Commission disagreed, stating that
“the statute and the Commission’s
regulations require that all disburse-
ments be documented so that subjec-
live conciusions based on the identity
of the payee will not rule. The
{Jackson campaign} Cominitices
[were] held to the same standards as
the other 1988 presidential commit-
IECS."

Other Repayments

The Jackson campaign also
disputed the repayment of $10,196,
which represented the matching funds
it received for excessive contribu-
tions, which are not matchable. The
campaign argued that the public funds
shouid be seen as matching payments
for earlier contributions from the
same donors. The Commission
pointed out, however, that it can only
match specific checks subminted for
matching and that the campaign had
not submitted the earlier checks,

The Jackson campaign additicnally
had to pay $18.953, the pro rala
portion of $61,127 in income tax
penalties, which are not considered
qualified campaign expenses. Finally,
the campaign had to pay $1,689, the
amount of stale-dated checks never
cashed by the payees. ¢
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